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iPPEAL — CRIMINAL LAW — 
Leave to appeal from orders 
denying motions to dismiss in- 
dictments will not be granted 
except in flagrant cases or 
those where the indictment 





™"sJ upon its face appears to be 



















9 clearly defective in substance. 
zvs Digested from an opinion by 
ION Bavp, S.J.A.D. rendered Jan. 11, 
rs 54. Appellate Div. State v. Pet- 
ark man. For defendants—George 
; 2-5euelicttieri. For the State—Joseph 
_, . Murpby. 
=n -PPlication is made under R. 
CITED B® 3:5-5(b) (6) (a); 2:2-4 and 2:12 
C0 r leave to appeal from orders 
' ¢ Benying defendants’ motions to 
2S ismiss indictments. 
Held: The Appellate Division 
RK ili not grant leave to appeal 
om orders denying motions to 
eeeemes@icsiiss indictments except in 
wen #2 rant cases or those where the 
d S838 <ictment on its face appears 
SON bk be clearly defective in sub- 
OGIST Biance. 
J. Couufi Under the old practice, a writ 
ay -ertiorari to remove an in- 
Nyce tment into the Supreme 
aay Ort for the purpose of quash- 
gig it, was denied except in flag- 
nt cases or where the indict- 
R ment appeared to be clearly de- 
TY, ective in substance on its face. 
Shaws That was the established rule for 
be ‘70 years and is the source of 
he present rule. The concern of 
W. 4 he law is with delays in crimin- 
men §) rosecutions that might follow 
ee any practice tolerating 
nituregnteriocutory appeals too freely. 
rror, if there be any, can be 
emedied by appeal after trial. 
Jence, where as here, the ques- 
ion raised appears to be merely 
~ jebatable, the application will 
: e denied. 
oom: 
mes Se 
‘ONTRIBUTION—The Joint 
e Tortfeasor’s Contribution Law 
JRE does not provide for contribu- 
tion from a husband in cases 
_ where the wife is injured by 


the joint tort of the husband 
and another. 

The existence of a joint or sev- 
eral liability in tort enforce- 
able by an action is a sine 
qua non to the statutory right 
of contribution. 





\| 











Digested from an opinion by 
ar, J., rendered January 11, 
Supreme Court. Kennedy v. 


pp 


amp. For appellants—Abraham 


Harkavy (Harkavy & Lieb, 
s). For respondent—Samuel 
rlando (Orlando, Devine & 
mlin, attys). 
e question here is whether 
rtfeasor may have contribu- 
1 under the Joint Tortfeasor’s 
Contribution law from a hus- 
whose wife suffered in- 
ries as a result of the joint 
cigence of the tortfeasor and 
husband. 
la Camp was a passenger 
1e car of her husband Wil- 
when it was in a collision 
the Kennedy car. Viola sued 
njuries sustained and Wil- 
sued per quod and for dam- 
to the vehicle. Mr. Kennedy 
terclaimed. The jury dis- 
ed the claims of Mr. Camp 
cd Mr. Kennedy presumably on 
= ground of their joint or con- 
ent negligence and awarded 
igment of $5,000 in favor of 
Camp, which was satisfied 
ne Kennedys. They now sue 
“zr. Camp for contribution. 
was summary judgment 
ir. Camp and the Kennedys 








Held: The statutory right of 
Contribution is founded on a 
COmmon liability in tort and 


is none such here. Joint 








or several liability to the injur- 
ea plaintiff, enforceable by ac- 


an 


is a substantive element of 
‘4 statutory right. The act de- 





fines the term “joint tortfeasors” 
as “two or more persons jointly 
or severally liable in tort for 
the same injury 

It is an ancient rule of com- 


mon law, still adhered to in this | 


of Recent Opinions p 


state, that a tort committed by | 


one spouse against the other is 
not remediable by action. The 
ground of the common law im- 


munity is the legal identity of| 


husband and wife. The identity 
has not 
Married Persons Act in so far as 
actions between spouses in tort 


been altered by the| 


is concerned. This policy is like- | 


wise inherent in the Contribu- 
tion Law. An intent to depart 
therefrom should not be found 


in the absence of clear express | 


language indicating such intent. 


A consideration of the policy and} 


principles underlying contribu- 
tion supports the disallowance of 
a claim such as here advanced. 

Affirmed. 

Justices Jacobs and Brennan 
concur in the ruling that the 
language of the Law is such as 
to exclude contribution in cases 
where a wife suffers injuries 
through the negligence of her 
husband and another, but dis- 
sent from the view that justice 
and good policy are against such 
recovery. 


New Bills Introduced 


The following bills were in- 
troduced today: 
Senate 


S-7 Stout & Dumont. To auth- 

orize the licensing by munici- 
palities of bonafide veterans, 
charitable, educational, religi- 
ous or fraternal organizations, 
civic and service clubs, volun- 
teer fire companies and first 


| 


aid or rescue squads to operate | 


bingo or lotto games, etc. 

S-8 Stout & Dumont. Companion 
bill to S-7; applies to games 
of chance known as raffles. 
(Jud.) 

S-9 Stout & Dumont. To create 
a Legalized Games of Chance 
Control Commission. 

S-14 Hand. To reduce the num- 
ber of county district court 
judges in Union County from 
5 to 4. (No ref.) (This bill was 
introduced on Jan. 18th). 

S-22 Vogel. To authorize games 


of chance known as bingo and | 


lotto on a local option basis; 
provides for the regulation and 
control thereof. (Jud.) 

S-23 Vogel. To authorize a game 
of chance, known as raffles on 
a local option basis; provides 
for regulation thereof. (Jud.) 

S-24 Hand. To provide that 
there shall be four judges of 
county district courts in Union 
and Hudson counties. (Jud.) 


Assembly 

A-§ N. C. Smith & Savage. To 
make Saturdays between June 
15 and September 15 public 
holidays. (St. Co. & Mun. 
Gov't.) 

A-13 Barnes. To require that all 
assistant 
deputy Attorneys-General and 
assistant deputy Attorneys- 
General devote their entire 
time to the duties of their re- 
spective offices. (Jud.) 

A 14 Barnes. To require county 
prosecutors in counties where 


there is more than one County | 
Court Judge to devote his en-| 


tire time to the duties of his 
office; fixes is compensation 
at $20,000. (Jud.) 
ACR-1 Hauser. To amend the 


Constitution to provide for the | 


impeachment of Justices of the 


Supreme Court and Judges of | 


the Superior Court and Coun- 
ty Courts. (Jud.) 


|sion chose the 


| commission on an appeal by the | 


Conklin Designated As 
District Court 





The Supreme Court, on Thurs- | 


day, entered an order designat- 


ing Essex County District Court | 


Judge Walter H. Conklin as Pre- 
siding Judge of the court. Judge 
Conklin succeeds 
ander P. Waugh who had recent- 
iy been elevated to the county 
court but who had been tempor- 
arily assigned to continue as 
Presiding Judge of the Essex 
County District Court. The Su- 
preme Court terminated this 
temporary assignment at the 
same time that designated 
Judge Conklin as the new pre- 
siding judge. 


Affirm Award For 
Deafness From Industrial 
Noise 


i+ 
av 





Wisconsin Decision May 

Affect Over 500 Claims 

MADISON (ACCN) — Wiscon- 
sin’s Supreme court denied a 
motion for rehearing of the so- 
called “poilermakers’ ears” case, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


residing Judge of Essex 





in which it had upheld payment | 


of workmen’s compensation for 


the gradual loss of hearing due 


to industrial noise. 
The high state tribunal in Oct- 


Some Notes In Re Proposed 
Bricker Amendment 





By Aaron Marder 
1 


As a member of the House of 
Delegates of the American Bar 


Judge Alex- | Association I have been and am 


in receipt of a great deal of ma- 
terial in connection with the 
proposed amendment. I have 
listened to some splendid exposi- 
tions in the House, on both sides 
of the question. I have spent 
considerable time in studying 
the material and arguments pro 
and con. 

I have come to the deep con- 
viction that it would be a sorry 
day indeed, that saw the adop- 
tion of the amendment, especial- 
ly in its present form. Its adop- 
tion would strike a heavy blow 
at American prestige and world 
leadership at a time when that 





Decision Curbs Power of 
State Censorship Boards 


Washington — The United 
States Supreme Court has ruled 
unanimously that State censor- 
ship boards may not ban a movie 
on grounds it is “immoral” or 
tends to promote crime. 


The ruling was in the form of | 


a brief order. There was no 
written opinion. 
The court merely cited its de- 


cision in “The Miracle” case in 


| 1952 when it held that films may 


tober upheld a state industrial 
commission decision which al- 
lowed compensation to a Green 
Bay man who said that noise 
in a drop forge plant caused 
partial loss of hearing. 

Green Bay Drop Forge Co.,| 
the man’s employer, asked for a! 
rehearing, and other large 


Wisconsin industria] 
granted permission to file briefs. 

The case has 
million dollar legal 
the last two years, 500 
have been filed for such compen- 
Sation with the industrial com- 
mission. 


peen 
question. In 


S 


firms were | 


not be banned on grounds of 
sacrilege. 
The ruling apparently left the 


States with but one major field 


| Of censorship, against obscene 


called a | 


claims | 
| decide.... 


matter. In “The Miracle” 
Justice Tom C. Clark said: 

“It is not necessary for us to 
whether a State may 


case, 


; censor motion pictures under a 
; |clearly drawn statute designed 

Wisconsin, since 1919, has pro- | 
vided for compensation for loss | 


of hearing due to _ industrial | 
causes. Not until 1950, however, 
did anyone try to collect for im- | 
pairment of hearing that did not 
result in loss of time or wages. 


Stephen J. Hajduch, Milwau- 
kee attorney for local 509 of the 
AFL Boilermakers union, won a 
1950 award of $4,200 for a Mil- 
waukee member of the union. A 


flood of ciaims followed the 1950 


award. 


In 1952, tne industrial commis- 


claim of Albert 
Wojcik, 60, to test the law. The 
first case won by Hajduch had 
been decided by stipulation. The 
commission awarded Wojcik $2,- 
429 damages for a 13.5 per cent 
loss of hearing, partly caused by 
“excessive noise occupa- 
tion.” 

Circuit Judge Herman Sach- 


ar 


nls 


| Green Bay Drop Forge Co. Woj- 


Attorneys - General, | 


cik and the commission then ap- 
pealed to the Supreme 
Court, which upheld the commis- 
sion. 

The 1953 Wisconsin legislature 
amended the workmen’s com- 
pensation law to eliminate pay- 
ment of claims for deafness 
caused solely by prolonged ex- 
posure to ordinary industrial 
noise. The law went into effect 
July 1. 

Justice George Currie in the 
court’s memorandum pointed 


state 


and applied to prevent the show- 
ing of obscene films.” 

Attorneys for the producers 
argued that the court should al- 
so take up that question and de- 
cide that even obscenities can- 
not be censored beforehand. 
However, the court did not do 
so, and the question of censoring 
obscene matters is still open. 





Narcotics Commissioner 
Lauds New Jersey 
Enforcement 


Federal Commissioner of Nar- 
cotics, Harry J. Anslinger, laud- 
ed the way in which the narco- 


tics problem is being handled in | 


New Jersey, at a luncheon of the 
Pennsylvania Council of Juvenile 
Court Judges held last week in 
Philadelphia. Anslinger who was 


| the guest speaker at the lunch- 
tjen of Madison overruled the | 


eon, spoke about the many prob- 
lems in combating 
traffiic and the measures being 
taken to control it. He pointed 
out, that less than 2% of the 
350,000 juvenile cases now com- 
ing before the courts throughout 


| the nation annually involve nar- 


| legislation 


cotics and said the best way to 
stop drug addiction is to pass 
for compulsory hosp- 


italization of drug addicts. This 


/ course would not only decrease 


out that the drop forge company | 


said that thousands of applica- 


tions for compensation would be | 


filed after July 1 for loss of hear- 
ing suffered before July 1. The 
court was asked to rule on 
whether the new amendment or 
the old act would apply to these 
cases. The court refused to rule, 
on the ground that the question 
was not before it. 


drug addiction, he said, but also 
eliminate or decrease the crimes 
now being committed by drug 
addicts to secure the funds nec- 
essary for them to continue their 
addiction. 

Commenting on the manner 
in which the narcotics problem is 
being handled in various states 
and cities, Anslinger lauded New 
Jersey for its handling of the} 
entire problem and stated that} 
our judges mete out the full) 


| 


penalty provided by law to every | 


addict coming before them. 


prestige and leadership are so 
vital in the preservation of a 
free world. Its adoption would 
cripple us, as a nation, in deal- 
ing with international matters. 
YE 

The material and authorities 
dealing with the question are 
quite complex and not easy to 
put into simple terms and a few 
short paragraphs. Both sides 
would concede, I believe that 
Missouri v. Holland, 252 U.S. 416 
(1920), the famous bird case, is 
the main key to the controversy. 
In 1913 Congress, in order to pro- 
tect the dwindling number of 





narcotics | 


migratory birds, passed a regula- 
| tory statute which two lower 
| courts held unconstitutional on 
| the ground that the statute in- 
| fringed the power reserved to 
| the States under the Tenth 
| Amendment. Subsequently the 
United States entered into a 
treaty with Great Britain which 
| provided for reciprocal legisla- 
| tion regulating the open seasons 
|for shooting migratory birds. 
Congress then passed a statute 
implementing the treaty, which 
the Supreme Court held constitu- 
| tional. As if with prescience of 
the present controversy, Mr. 
Justice Holmes, in speaking for 
the court, said: 

“Acts of Congress are the su- 
preme law of the land only when 
made in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution, while treaties are de- 
clared to be so when made un- 
der the authority of the United 
States. It is open to question 
whether the authority of the 
United States means more than 
the formal acts prescribed to 
make the convention. We do not 
| mean to imply that there are no 
qualifications to the treaty-mak- 
ing power; but they must be as- 

certained in a different way. It 

is obvious that there may be 
matters of the sharpest exigency 
for the national well being that 
an act of Congress could not deal 
with but that a treaty followed 
by such an act could, and it is 
not lightly to be assumed that, 
in matters requiring national ac- 
tion, ‘a power which must belong 
to and somewhere reside in every 
civilized government’ is not to 
be found. Andrews vy. Andrews, 
1188 U.S. 1433 (1903).*******ine 
| treaty in question does not con- 
| travene any prohibitory words to 
be found in the Constitution. 
The only question is whether it 
is forbidden by some invisible 


| 
| 
| 


radiation from the genera] terms 
of the Tenth Amendment. We 





must consider what this country 
|has become in deciding what 
that Amendment has reserved. 
*****Here a national interest of 
very nearly the first magnitude 
is involved. It can be protected 
only by national action in con- 
| cert with that of another power. 
| The subject matter is only tran- 
| sSitorily within the State and has 
| no permanent habitat therein. 

| But for the treaty and the sta- 
| tute there soon might be no birds 
| for any powers to deal with. We 
see nothing in the Constitution 
| that compels the Government to 
| sit by while a food supply is 
cut off and the protectors of our 
forests and our crops are de- 
stroyed. It is not sufficient to 
rely upon the States. The reli- 
ance is vain, and were it other- 
| wise, the question is whether the 
| United States is forbidden to 
act. We are of opinion that the 
| treaty and statute must be up- 
| held.” 





3. 
Protecting bird life in America 
is but one of the many things 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


NEGLIGENCE — Plaintiff does , 
not have to prove circum- 
stances which exclude all hy- 
potheses favorable to the de- 





of plaintiff’s case the court dis- 
missed the action stating all 
that had been proved was an 
accident. Plaintiff appeals. 


fendant. Held: On a motion to dismiss, 
—Where, on a motion for dis-| only the inferences favorable to | 
missal, the evidence properly | the plaintiff may be considered. 
warrants a finding either that pjaintiff and defendant were 
defendant was negligent OF | going in the same _ direction 
that he was unconnected with | ‘There was a light on the front 
the matter, the case must £0 | of his bicycle and a 2 inch red 
to the jury. reflector on the rear. After the 
—Where defendant said he did | accident defendant said “it just 
not see the person he struck | happened. I didn’t even notice 


court 
to dis 


man.” The trial 
the motion 
“apparently 


the 
granting 
observed 


and other witnesses testify the 
person was observable, the jury 
may infer defendant made no 


lisse 


observations or had been neg-'| saw plaintiff”. This was obvious 
ligent in making them. error for there was an electric | 
—Fact that plaintiff did not) street light 10 feet from the ac 
have light on rear of his bi- | cident and two witnesses had | 
cycle as required by N. J. S.| testified they had no difficulty in 
39:4-10 held not contributory | seeing plaintiff. The jury might 
negligence as matter of law. reasonably have inferred that 
Digested from an opinion by! the reason defendant had not 
Clapp S.J.A.D. rendered January | seen plaintiff was that he had 
11, 1954. Appellate Div. Duffy made no observations or had 
Craislev. For appellant Ber been negligent in making them 
nard Shurki (Sanderso} & Defendant cite: Hansen 

Engel, attys). For respondent Eagle Pitcher Lead Co, 8 N.J. 133 

Merritt Lane, Jr. (MeCarter,| as establishing a rule that plain 
English & Studer, attys). | tiff is required to prove h 
Plaintiff, while riding a bicycle circumstances as. would ex- 

at night. was siruck by defend-| clude the idea that [the in 
ant automobile, At the close) jur was due to cause with | 

—ammmmmnmnrierar: | 307194") defendant Was uncon 

‘ted’. If the quoted words are 

taken alone and out of context, 

they require some modification 

Plaintiff does not have to prove | 

‘ircumstances which exc!ude all 


hypotheses tavorable to defend- | 


% 


ant. All that is required is that | 
latest rate his case be so strong that a jury 
per annum anni siaanae on grounds of 

probability, exclude such hypo 


theses. Where the evidence prop 
erly warrants finding either! 
that defendant was negligent | 
that he was unconnected with | 
the matter, the case must go to 
the jury 
Defendant 
contributory 


oh 





Or 
Funds Insured up te $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 

Transactions may be handled by mail 


was | 
a 


argues there 
negligence as 









































FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage matter of law in that plaintiff, 
Your account or inquiry invited having seen defendant’s car, | 
should not under the circum- | 
MOHAWK stances have started riding a 
| he did without again looking ie] 
| see where the car was, and also 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. | in having failed to have a light 
a ene “re spin 2N% Ti on the rear of his bicycle as 
aes macewe J | required by N.J.S. 39:4-10. 
= It takes a strong case for the 
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8220 | 
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| SPECIAL ISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the IH | 
Securities and Exchange Commission | 
7 N | 
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CONVENTIONAL MORTGAGES 


The Largest Title Insurance Company 
in New Jersey 
Capital and Surplus over $1,700,000 
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GUARANTY COMPANY ot New JERSEY 
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| 
On | 


nobody 


; ont 


| court to find contributory 
gence as a matter of law. 
the first point the jury 
’ 7 

have properly found that 


| tiff had reason to rely 


might 
plain- 
on de- 
| fendant’s seeing him. As to the 
second, this court has held in 
Creaps v. Lipschutz, 11 N.J. Super 


64, that under the circumstances 
| there it was a jury question 
| whether the failure to have a 

light on the bicycle amounted to 


| contributory negligence. Such is 
also the case here 
Reversed. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 
—CRIMINAL LAW—The right of 
an accused to counsel is de- 
nied him where counsel is as- 
signed to him by the court so 
shortly before trial as not to 
allow an adequate time io pre- 
and viola- 


pare the defense a 
tion of this right renders a 
conviction void. 

—Wheither in any case enough 


time has been afforded coun- 
sel to prepare the defense de- 
pends on the circumstances of 


the case, with any doubt there- 


on being resolved in favor of 
the prisoner. 


—Allowance of 3 hours to as- 
assigned counsel to prepare de- 
fense after prior counsel had 
withdrawn from the case held 
in circumstances insufficient 
and violation of defendant's 
constitutional rights. 

—The Court may not increase a 
defendant’s sentence in his 
absence. 

HABEAS CORPUS—-The 
available to discharge a pris- 
oner from confinement under 
a void sentence though he may 
actually remain in confine- 
ment by virtue of other sent- 
ences. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Clapp, S.J.A.D. rendered January 


writ is 


11, 1954. Appe ” ite Div. Jablon- 
|} owSki v. State. For appellant 
Pro se. For the State—Donald G. 


Collester 


Petitioner de- 


appeals from a 


nial of a writ of habeas corpus. 
He raises the question whether 
the a arid appointed by the 
court to represent him in a} 
crimin case was given suf-| 
ficient ‘ine to prepare the de- | 
fense and, if not, whether on 
that account the conviction is | 
assailable 

Defendant was indicted with } 


| others for larceny of an auto. | 
|He retained an attorney who| 
withdrew from the case before 
trial. On March 15, 1948 at 10:45 
A.M. the Court assigned Louis | 
C. Friedman, Esq, to represent 
defendant and another of the| 
| indicted parties. 

| At 2:00 P.M. the case was mov- | 
ed. Mr. Friedman asked for an] 


adjournment protesting he had 
not had time to prepare the de- 
fense properly and that to re-| 
quire him to proceed violated | 
defendant’s constitutional rights. | 
The Prosecutor objected Mr. 
Friedman stated he had no wit- 
nesses to subpoena. The Court 
then announced that if he had 
no witnesses to subpoena he 
would be in no better position 
later and that since the State 
could not conclude its case that 
day he would have from 4 P.M. 
to the next day to prepare his 
defense. An exception was noted. 
The trial proceeded and took 
three days. 

Held: The Constitution of this 
State grants unto the accused 
the right to assistance of coun- 
sel in his defense. That right is 
denied him where counsel is as- 
signed to him by the court so 
shortly before trial as not to al- 
low an adequate time to prepare 
the defense. This violation of his 
rights renders void any convic- 
tion entered against the defend- 


ant. Whether in any case enough 


negli- | 
As to} 





time has been afforded depends 
he circumstances of the case. 
Thus 65'. nours was held insuf- 





ficient in a robbery case and 4 
days in grr ing in a murder |i} 
case. If there be a reasonable | 
doubt as nba Pt the court 
has left counsel enough time to 


doubt must 
prisoner's 


that 
the 


a case, 
ved in 


prepare 
be resol 


favor. 












































Periodic Will Revision 


The advice the National State Bank gives 
customers most frequently is this: See your 
attorney ! 


When changes in tax laws, family affairs, or 
business conditions occur, our trust officers 
suggest that the customer consult his lawyer 
for legai advice. Our experience proves that 
periodic will revision by the attorney helps 
a person do more for his family. 


Department of Estates and Trusts 


THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 


810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 1, N. J. 


Other Offices in Orange. Irvington and Newark 
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State | Bar Opens in Education Drive “ 
The New Jersey State Bar As- | scheduled meetings for the ne : 
| sociation’s committee on federal | future. Mr. Schlesinger will ’ JN 
taxation has undertaken an ed- | dress the New Brunswick Bar A a 
ucational campaign to bring| sociation at a luncheon in co 
lawyers of the state up-to-date | Roger Smith Hotel on Januasg 'S° 
on the subject of various federal | 27 on “How to buy and sell reg the 
taxes, it was said today by Nor-| estate with minimum tax ct j pic 
man E. Schlesinger of Newark, | sequences”, and on the eveni vile 
chairman of the committee of January 28 David Beck Jer. 
The committee has formed a; Newark will peak before t ‘/ tio 
speakers bureau to provide lec- | West Hudson Bar Association gto 
turers before local and count O’Hara’s Restaurant, North A co 
lawyers’ groups and already has | Jington, on “Tax factors in esta@Th 
planning lar 
The courts have warned at G. Norman Widmark of Ne pel 
a defendant in a criminal ca ark. another member of 4 SOF 
might discharge his counse O | eommittee oke on the ta abi 
delay the trial. However here pects of real estate sales at gan 
former counsel apparently with- | meeting Thursday (1-21) the 
drew voluntarily under other | Wildwood, attended by memb pel 
circumstances. There is nothing | of the Cape May and Atlant 19! 
to show he had prepared the | County Bar Associations and th§ 
case before trial and that Mr.! Cane May Real Estate Board rw 
Friedman had or could have had oe RS vid 
tne penefit of that preparation yer groups wishing tax inforn of 
Phe court may have exceeded i! tion may request a speaker the 
discretion in denying the CON- | writing him at 60 Park Pla the 
tinuance. The writ of habea Newark. He pointed out that aa 
corpus should issue federal tax nicture. especii “ 
I CTA) yp! sire 
There vere {ou nd lent 1 regard tate natte 
against defendant. He was tried | real estate ransaction (ON! 
March 15 on indictment 392! changing consta rand laws FEI 
which is here involved. He plead general pract may be fee 
ed non vult to the other three on erve the public by keepi lor 
March 29. He was sentenced sep to date o é yject I of 
arately on each indictment, th peakers bur wctivity of of 
eentence to run consecutive ‘ommittec supplement pa al 
the sentence on indictment 392! discussions whicl conauct 
to run second. The sentence on | a feature of the State Bar 
the first indictment has run, that sociation annual midwint B: “ 
on 392 has not yet run its full; meeting in Newark i - 
course. It is argued even if this 4 % 
sentence is void, the defendant is , Sie 
not entitled to be released be ' Sar 
cause sentences three and four WORKMEN'S i ey 
then move up, and the writ of Porn, 
habeas corpus is only available at : 
if it will release the petitioner COMPENSATION hiot 
However, the prisoner should be b: : 
entitled to some remedy now, LAW Bheri 
the delay may work prejudice | Fe ) 
in proving his claim. The better from 
rule is that the writ is available “— hich 
to discharge him from confine ? Fiemn 
ment under the second sentence Larson termi 
| though he may actually remain cond 
| confined by reason of the other bn t 
sentences. A thorough and authoritative | wa 
‘ - splay oapiarclbagty edie re- | treatise completely covering | 2 ' 
versed on the return of the hab- 2 fof re 
|eas corpus, the defendant may || the subject. Recently pub- |_| 
|of course be retried thereon. lished and already cited by | eorcde 
The prisoner also claims that the New Jersey Appellate | demn 
the judge in his absence changed |] Courts. AD] 
the sentences from a total of 5-8 and | 
years to 11-18 years. The court SES y 
| may not increase ‘i False 2 BINDER VOLUMES $40.00 aC : 
|sentence in his absence. Since ,4 
the writ is to issue, this matter GANN LAW BOOKS fous: 
should also be considered on ara’ 
the return. 790 Broad St., Newark 2, N.J. ad ; 
Reversed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





fo INDEMNATION — The judge 
' sitting as a legislative agent in 

condemnation proceedings may 
"issue a writ of assistance to 
‘the Sheriff and authorize em- 
ployment of a contractor to 
remove personalty of the own- 
er, where in his sound discre- 
tion such action is necessary 
to secure possession for the 
condemnor. 


\ 


*#The owner of condemned 
lands is obliged to pay the ex- 
pense of removal of any per- 

.sonalty he does not desire to 
abandon but he may abandon 
any personalty he chooses and 
the expense of removing such 
personalty is on the condem- 
nor. 


Where court authorizes Sheriff 
or condemnor to engage con- 
tractor to remove personalty 
of owner, owner's liability for 
the cost thereof is limited to 
the reasonable expense of re- 
moval of the personalty he de- 
sired removed. 


CONDEMNATION — COUNSEL 
FEES—Allowance of counsel 


fees to attorney for condemnor 
for services in securing writ 
assistance and_ possession 
condemned lands held not 
varranted. 


of 


from an opinion by 
rendered January 11 


Digested 
nnan, J. 


ve agent in these condemn: 


writ 





proceedings, issued a 


authorizing the 


issistance 


1954. Supreme Court. American 
y. Housing Authority. For ap 
ellant—Irving Siegler (Siegler 
z Siegler, attys). For respondent 
Samuel Roessler (Augustine J 
¢ atty) 
| The judge, sitting as a legi 
ja 
0! 
Sheriff to employ a contractor to 
remove personalty of appellant 
from the lands of appellant 
which had been taken in con- 
cemnation. Subsequently, in de- 
itermining the interests in the 
condemnation award and direct- 
ing payment thereof, an order 
was entered directing payment 


to the authority of the expenses 
of removing the personalty, and 
{payment of a counsel fee to 


by 
ate 


).00 














condemnor’s attorney. The con- 
nee appeals. 

Appellant operated a junk 
and salvage yard on the prem- 
ises Which occupied an acre and 
2 quarter. Under Sec. 20:1-36 of 
tne Eminent Domain Act the 
Housing Authority filed a de- 
claration of taking and ceposit- 
ed the estimated compensation 
or the lands with the court. It 


TITLE... 
SERVICE 


Exclusively 





LARGEST TITLE PLANTS IN THE STATE 





NEW JERSEY REALTY 


TITLE INSURANCE CO. 


NEWARK 
TRENTON * HACKENSACK 
NEW BRUNSWICK 








thereby acquired title and be- 
‘ame entitled to possession with- 


in 20 days unless the judge for 
good cause designates a later 
date. The declaration of taking 
here was filed March 18 and an 


yrder entered directing appellant 
o surrender possession by April 


8. It was physically impossible 
for the owner to surrender pos- 
ession by April 8. The Authority 
applied for a writ of possession 
directed to the Sheriff for ex- 
ecution. Appellant countered 
vith a motion for additional 
time supported by affidavits 


howing that approximately 60 





days was needed. The Judge 
granted the Authority’s applica- 
tion and a writ of assistance was 

ued May 5 directed to the 
sheriff to deliver possession of 
the lands by removing the appel- 
lant’s personal property. The 
writ directed that if appellant 


did not proceed diligently to re- 
the property the Sheriff 
pply on May 12 for per- 
enter into contracts 
of the personalty 
xpense of appellant, the 
to be advanced by the 
On May 12 the Sheriff 
and received permis- 
rape a contractor at 
rates. The 


Oa 
to 


removal 





lor 


con- 
employing many 
and 35 men took 
roximately 6 weeks to clear 
The sheriff’s officer 
appellant as to what was 
aged and moved to ap- 
new locations and as to 

to be abandoned as 
and taken to dumping 
What the contractor 


ved was the abandon- 


as 
ap- 
the 


con- 


aS 


10 truck 


wortniess 
Ina 


largely 


ed material, something over 250 
truck loads. The contractor’s 
charges aggregated $27,614.25. A 
charge of $1,949 was made by 
the Sheriff’s office for supervis- 
ry work of its employees. From 
the award of $100,000 for the} 
lands made to appellant, the| 
court directed payment of the | 


ipove 
ity and allowed it a counsel | 
fee of $1,000. 

Held: Appellant first 
there was no power in the j 
sitting as a legislative oa 
the writ of assistance, that 
it may only issue in an action 
in which judicial powers are in- | 


orl 


argues 
udge 
to | | 


issue 


voked, and that since its issu- 
ance was invalid the provisions | 


for the payment of the charges 
must fall. This is without merit. 
The issuance of the writ was 

within the judge’s power as leg- 
islative agent by virtue of RS. 
20:1-31 which authorized him to 
make such orders as may appear 
reasonably necessary to secure 
possession for the condemnor. 
The power to exercise full judi- | 
cial jurisdiction is now expressly | 
conferred by the 1953 amend- 
ment to R.S. 20:1-2. 

The inquiry then 
the judge exceeded his discre- 
tion in authorizing the issuance | 
of the writ and employment of 
the contractor and whether the 
appellant should be charged 
therefor. While a clear case was 
not made out, the issue of rea- | 


is whether 


sonableness in the granting of | 
the writ and authorization of a 


contractor is resolved in favor 
of the Authority. 

The owner of condemned lands 
wich to pay the expense of 
val of any personalty he 
not decide to abandon. But 


is at liberty to abandon such 








Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regular 
standing 


ity 
rity 


__ Courts. 
INFORMATION and forms in 
Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N.J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 





Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES fe Superior Court of Ne 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 








of proceedings or corporate 


w Jersey and United States 


any of the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. TRenton 6-8439 








two charges to the Auth- | ° 


U.S. District Court Decisions 


ATTORNEY AND CLIEN T— 
AGENCY — CORPORATIONS — 
ACCORD AND SATISFACTION 


Mr. Beach, wl ntermit- 
tently incapacita vented a 
process which he assigned to 
plaintiff corporation formed by 
him and of which he ‘tual- 
ly sole owner. It sued defendant 
for unlawful use | process 


The case came f trial and ‘+ 
3each testified on the first day 
but could not return for further 
testimony. The ‘alled a 
conference of counsel and a ten- 
tative settlemer proposed 
Plaintiff's counse] then called at 
each’s home and discussed the 
proposed settlement with him. 
He approved nd signed a re- 
lease for the e¢ ration. The 
settlement was reported to the 
court the next mor ig. This was 
in November 1947. In 1948 Beach 
discharged his then counsel. De 
fendant, unable to effectuate the 
agreed on settlement, then — 
for permission file their a 
of accord and satisfaction Plain- 
tiff and Beach ypeared by a 
new attorney Mi Demarest. 
Beach's first wife ypeared and 
ougnt to atta yroceed 
At the conclusior hear 
ing the court stated the applica- 
tion to file the ple would be 
granted and defendant should 
pay the settlement money into 
court. Shortly thereafter Beach 
called at the office one of his 
first two attorney hom he had 
discharged, and directed him to 
put through ettlement 
quickly. Beach signed a letter in- 


dividually and as president of 
the plaintiff asking that the set- 
tlement be put through. The re- 
leases were delivered and checks 
were received in payment of the 
settlement. Plaint promptly 
deposited the check drawn to it 
in its account and Be ished 
|} the check drawn to him. Plain- 
tiff now insists ise is not 
ettled. 
Held: The evidence as to} 
Dlaintiff’s grant ithority to 


3each to act for the yrporation 














was properly received and con- 
sidered because t not with- 
in the attorney client privilege. 
It is not within the privilege be- 
cause it must be imunicated 
to the other party to the settle- 
ment and is thu onfident- 
ial. Evidence as to Beach’s con- 
dition is likewise not privileged 
as it is not a confidential com- 
munication but a yovious to 
any observer. The yurt satis- 
fied that Beach - com- 
| personalty as he chooses when 
| he surrenders possession, and in 
|such case the condemnor takes 
the land as it is and the ex- 
pense of removal is on it. Ac- 

cordingly, there was no justifi- 
cation for saddling the appellant 
with the cost of removing the 
worthless materia] vVhich ap- 
pellant was entitle abandon. 
The practical eff: to deny 
the owner the full mpensation 
for his lands secure » him by 
the constitution. The burden is 
on the condemnor t how what 
|part of the expe represents 
removal of good the owner 
wanted removed that that 
expense was re nable. Ap- 
pellant was never nsulted as 
to contractor’s rates or charges 
and never approved them 

No part of the Sheriff’s 
charges may be charged to ap- 
pellant. The servi vere not 
rendered for appe t but for 
the Authority. 

And, in the ances, 
even if the deposited award con- 
stituted a fund it irt. there 
is no justification fo n allow- 
ance of counse] f the at- 
torney for the col 

The writ is modified limit 
appellant’s obligation to pay- 
ment of the re ns 
of the removal of t erson: 


appellant desired : or 
vage. Remanded 
ceedings accordingly 





petent and legally authorized the | shall not be dismissed without 
settlement for himself and the| the approval of the court after 
plaintiff and that there was no/} notice of the proposed action is 
undue coercion by the court. given to all members of the 

The argtment that Beach had | class. The members of a union 


no 


authority to settle for the | have a joint or common right in 


corporation without a formal re- its trade-mark. The action is 
solution falls for two reasons.! therefore a class action and the 
First strict powers of a normal | voluntary dismissal is vacated. 

corporation president do not ap- While it is not clear on the 
ply to one in control of a dummy | record now whether the State 
corporation. Second, even if he! egyrt would in any event have 
had no authority to settle for the | jurisdiction if the action involves 
corporation, it ratified his action interstate commerce, this need 























therein by accepting and using | not be decided because this court 
the settlement proceeds can retain jurisdiction on the 
The attempted assertion that) sround of diversity of citizenship 
Beach was coerced into the set- | and hence the state court action 
] ement by his attorneys is com- will presently be considered as a 
pletely dispelled by the fact that, valid one under the state act 
Beach, without solicitation, went | Considered as a class action, the 
to his former attorney’s ro citizenship only of the present 
and asked him to put the sett nlaintiffs and defendants is con- 
ment through, after he, iene sidered. Plaintiffs are citizens of 
had discharged the attorney Illinois. Defendants are doing 
Willard C. Beach Air Brush Co. ! business in New Jersey and were 
v. General Motors. Opinion by ‘erved here. Hence for venue 
Judge Hartshorne Dec. 22, 1953. Purposes they are New Jersey 
Civil 1093. itizens (28 U.S.C. Sec 1391 (a) 
(c)). Thus there is diversity of 
FEDERAL PRACTICE — JURIS- ©1tizenship d the amount _ 
DICTION— volved, whlie indefinite, app 
Plaintiffs as president and sec- 10 2© In excess ol a pach 
retary of and as representatives ul —— Tae _— See The 
of X union sued defendant corp- * : ner uh = pisses 
orations, foreign corporations) ~~~ ~~ pea 
doing business in Ney Jer ey, in he record — an 
the Federal Cou unde the | Urs aces 
Lanham Act for infringement of ae et al Oneida. Opinion 
the union trade rk. Subse- by. udge Hart: shorne Jan. 6, 1954. 
quent they sued in the NJ. € 432-53 and 858-53 
Superior Court for infringement — : = am 
of the State Trade Mark Act. Be- 
fore answer was filed in the 
Federal suit they filed a volun- NOW IS THE TIME 
tary dismissal Defendan' ad TO SELL 


the state suit 
Federal 


vacate the dismissal in the 
suit on the ground that it is a 


class a 
4l(a), 23(c) it 
missed wit 





rem 
rel 


Your Property 


AT AUCTION 


PROPERTY SALES, Inc. 


Real Estate Auctioneers 


court and now move to 





id under F’.R.C 


“—IId nt “_ 
could not be dails- 


ction ar 


nout approvai oi 





court. P! aintiffs counter 
motion to re meg the tate 56 Commerce St. Newark 
| Held: FRCP. 23(c) specifical. Mitchell 3-0600 

ly provides rote a class action 
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Exemplary Procedure In A State Agency 
The New Jersey Division of Employment Security furnishes 
a striking illustration of the great importance recently 
by administrative agencies in the State. It has charge of the 
administration of our Unemployment Compensation Law (adopt- 
ed in 1936) and of our Temporary Disability Benefits Law (adopt- 


ed in 1948). Many millions of dollars are paid out each year on 
claims which it approves. The great majority of its rulings are 
accepted by employee and employer as originally made, but a 


report for the year 1952 which is at hand shows that more 


than 20,000 of them were appealed within the Division. 


The New Jersey Unemployment Compensation Law was in- 
spired bv the Federal Security legislation of 1935 which 
provided that the States might adopt their own unemployment 
compensation statutes and take over the administration of funds 
which would otherwise be handled at Washington. The States 
were not given a free hand, however, but required to meet in 
their legislation certain standards including the requirement of 
the Federal Act that each State statute give an “opportunity for 
a fair hearing, before an impartial tribunal, for all individuals 
whose claims for unemployment compensation are denied”’. 


Social] 


The draftsmen of the New Jersey Unemployment Compen- 
sation Act went beyond this Federal requirement. They gave 
us a statute which in numerous ways expressly protects the 
rights of parties against the possibilities for abuse inherent in 
an unregulated administrative process; a statute so good that 
it points up the faults and omissions of the basic legislation 
applicable to some of our other important State divisions and 
agencies. 

The New Jersey Unemployment Compensation Aci, for ex- 
ample, 


makes express provision for not one but two appeals | 


achieved | 


| 
| 


| 





within he nemt ymen ‘ompensati mmission, VW tne | 
} the Unemploy nt Compensation Comr ion, now the 


Division of Employment Security in the Department of Labor and 
Industry. And these appeals are available both to workers whose 
cialins are denied and to employers who disagree with the al- 
lowance of claims. When after twelve years of unemployment 
security we adopted our Temporary Disability Benefits Law, the 


same administrative machinery was put to use in that field, | 


with some supplementary features for disability insurance by 
private plan. 

If a disability or unemployment claim is presented and ruled 
upon, and employer or employee wishes to appeal, the first step 
is to go to an appeal tribunal. N.J.S.A. 43:21-6(d). The statute 


Role of Lotteries in Early 
‘Gollege Financing Shown 
In Princeton Exhibit 


| parece 
| The important role lotteries 

played in the financing of near- 
|ly all of the pre-Revolutionary 
| American colleges is emphasized 
|in a newly opened exhibition 
|in the Princeton University Li- 
| brary that traces the history of 
| the five separate lotteries run 
| for Princeton's benefit in the de- 

cades immediately preceding the 
| Revolution. 

Because of the reluctance of 
| the colonial New Jersey Assem- 
| bly to authorize lotteries, only 
|one of the five fund-raising 
| ventures was legalized in New 
| Jersey and the Trustees of the 
struggling College of New Jersey 
| turned twice to Pennsylvania, 
| once te Connecticut and finally 
|!on the eve of the Revolution, to 
one of the then loosely admin- 
istered Delaware Counties. 

Two of the lotteries, the “Phil- 
adelphia Lottery” of 1749-50 and 
the “Connecticut Lottery” of 
1753-54, contributed in large 
measures to the “happy financi- 
al condition” that enabled the 
/ Trustees of the College of New 
| Jersey to build Nassau Hall, now 
one of the Nation’s historic 
shrines, and to move the “infant 
college” from Newark to Prin- 
ceton in November, 1756. 

While the amounts raised by 
lotteries seem infinitesimal in 
the light of modern standards, 
their significance to a newly 
established institution can be 
Cramatized by comparing a fac- 
ulty member’s salary in the 17- 
60’s with the profits of the aver- 
age lottery. For instance, the 
“Princeton Lottery” of 1763-64 
produced nearly 2,000 pounds, 40 
times the amount then paid an- 
nually to a Princeton “tutor”. 

The Princeton exhibition, bas- 
ed upon an article by Philip G. 
Nordell, a resident of Ambler, 
Pa., and an authority on Ameri- 
can lotteries, appearing in the 
current issue of the Princeton 
University Library Chronicle, 
turns back the clock to the mid- 
18th century by using colonial 
newspapers, broadsides, lottery 
tickets and other original source 


| materials from the Library’s col- 


| 


specifies that the Director of the Division, with the approval of , 


the Commissioner of 
more impartial appeal tribunals consisting in each case of either 
a salaried examiner or a body consisting of three members, one 
of whom shall be a salaried examiner, who shall serve as chair- 
man, one of whom shall be a representative of employers and 
the other of whom shali be a representative of employees.” We 
thus have, in this 
a means of avoiding the frequent criticism that administrative 
review may mean only rubber stamping of the work of one 
eovernment employee by another government employee who sits 


abor and Industry, “shall establish one or | 


statutory provision for a three-man group, | 


lections of early Americana. 
The following announcement 

of the “Princeton Lottery” of 

1761, published in the Pennsyl- 


|vania Journal of July 16, 1761, 


was characteristic of a lottery 
sponsor’s “approach” to the gen- 
eral public: 

“Seminaries of Learning have 
always been highly regarded in 
every polite and free Nation, and 
the College of New Jersey (with 
out pretending to any Superiori- 
ty above other Institutions of 
like Kind) has been so well ap- 
proved of, as tending to advance 
Religion and useful Learning, 


| that it has been a favourite Ob- 


at the next desk, eats at the same luncheon table and rides |} 
with the same car pool. 

As a second appellate step, anyone dissatisfied with the de- 
cision of an appeal tribunal can take his case to the Board of 





Review of the Division, which by statute is given the power to 
affirm, modify or set aside. Beyond that a case may, of course, 
be taken to the Superior Court. 

Reference has already been made to the total of more than 
20,000 cases which went to the Division’s appeal tribunals in 
1952. Appeals from the tribunal level to the Board of Review 
were about 4,000. Approximately 60% of all appeals were taken 
by claimants and approximately 40% 
cases undoubtedly involved relatively small sums of money 
and it can probably be assumed that the great majority were 
free of far-reaching questions of principle. But no one would 
dispute the importance of his claim to the average unemployed 
or disabled worker, so we have a situation emphasizing the need, 
typical of administrative agencies, for sound and effective pro- 
cedure short of the courts to which the ordinary party as a prac- 
tical matter cannot afford to go. 

That the Division of Employment Security has been turning 
in an excellent performance with its appeals appears to be 
indicated by the very small number of cases going to the courts. 
The official report for 1952 shows that only fifty-five appeals 
were taken in that year to the Superior Court out of the thou- 
sands of cases which were decided on appeal before the Division, 
and forty-five of those taken to the court were of a single 
type. involving questions arising out of compulsory retirement 
features of union contracts. It can be argued that any well-run 
division of government, with a good sense of the need to protect 
claimants by a fair and adequate procedure, can do well even 


ject of public Charity in both 
Great Britain and America, from 
its first Foundation: but, not- 
withstanding the generous dona- 
tions made to this laudable Un- 
dertaking, the great and neces- 
sary Expense that has accrued, 
render the present State of the 
Fund altogether inadequate to 


|the Execution of the original 


;}ment Security operates under a statute 


!ministrative procedure 


Bigelow and Lowenstein 
To Teach Advanced 
Law Courses 


NEWARK, Jan. 28 — Rutgers 
University School of Law will of- 
fer two advanced rses in 
practical fields in the Spring Se- 





mester, Dean Lehan K. Tunks 
of the State University law 
school announced today. 

The two courses, “Trusts Ad- 


ministration” and “Business As- 
sociations III” are designed to 
meet the needs of recently ad- 
mitted practioners who are in- 
terested in the fields of trusts 
and corporate practice, Dean 
Tunks declared. 

The Hon. John O. Bigelow, re- 
tired Judge of the Superior 
Court, will teach “Trust Admin- 
istration” on Wednesday evening 
from 7:10 to 9 p.m. The former 
Vice-Chancellor will stress 
establishment and administra- 
tion of trusts. Practical aspects 
of records and accounts, real 
estate and other trust matters 
will be treated intensively. 

“Business Law III” will 
given Monday evenings 
7:10 to 9 p.m. by Alan V. Lowen- 
stein, assistant professor of law 
at Rutgers and Newark attorney 
engaged in corporate practice 
The course will deal with current 
problems in corporate practice 
including problems of contro] ot 
the close corporation, stockhold- 
ers’ buy-out agreements and 
capitalization activity 

“Registration for either or 
both of these courses will not 
entail candidacy for a graduate 
degree in law if the applicant 
is interested only in the instruc- 
tion to be offered. Rutgers School 
of Law is considering an exten- 
sion of its program in the direc- 
tion of offering more courses 
and seminars of this type for 
practicing attorneys who do not 
desire to embark upon the re- 
search program leading to a 
graduate degree,” the Dean stat- 
ed. 

“It is probable that certificates 
will be awarded to those taking 
courses of the type here an- 
nounced when they have com- 
pleted a Substantial segment of 
work in the fields in which such 


be 


irom 


instruction will be offered,” he 
went on. 
Those desiring to register for 


the courses offered in the semes- 
cer beginning February 1 must 
either be admitted to the b or 
holders of LL. B. degrees from 
recognized institutions. Regis- 


ar 


| tration at the Office of the Reg- 


of Rutgers Newark Col- 
40 Rector street. will take 
on February 1 and 4 


istrar 
leges, 
place 
6 p.m. 


a 











and extensive Designs of the 
Trustees. 

“In order therefore, to enable 
them to carry on the useful and 
important Purposes they have in 
View: (and having at present 
no other Resource) the following 
Scheme of Loitery is presented 
to the Public, and it is hoped 
that since Lotteries of a less pub- 
lic Nature have been counten- 
anced, this will meet with En- 
couragement of all who are 
Well-Wishers to the Interests of 
Virtue and Learning.” 


ais. 





by employers. Individual | Without compulsory statutory requirements which must be fol- 


lowed. Yet it appears significant that the Division of Employ- 
which was obviously 
drafted with care to provide for administrative appeals and ad- 
generally. There is a positive require- 
ment that a full and complete record shall be kept of all pro- 
ceedings in connection with a disputed claim including steno- 
graphic notes of the testimony at any hearing. There is authority 
to make general rules, but they do not become effective until 
filed for ten days in the office of the Secretary of State and 
published in one or more newspapers of general circulation. 

Although some generally recommended features might be 
added—for example, compulsory filing of written ndings in 
each case appealed, an opportunity for a public hearing on pro- 
posed rules prior to their adoption—the statutes applicable to 
the administrative handling of claims by the Division of Em- 
ployment Security show in general what could be done in 
the form of an Administrative Procedure Act with those gov- 
ernmental agencies where the citizen cannot now feel that he 
is by law assured of fair treatment. 





BAR 
Comment and Criticism Invite: 


Editor 
Ney Jersey Law Journal 
Paul Colvin’s letter of Janu: 
14, 1954, on behalf of the Bric 
Amendment, contends that t; 
amendment “is aimed to ret 
the integrity of civil rights 
American citizens” and “act as 
check upon incompetency * 
the field of international nesgJ 
tiations.” 
Our present Federal Constity 








* 


tion provides for the protectigja: 
rights of persons g-;, 


of the civil 
our country and for checks ung 
the executive power in the ficg 
of foreign affairs. 

Owen Roberts, 
a 


recently expressed 


ment, stated that at face 


Ve 


the amendment would appear @< 


have merit, but careful stu 
shows that this amendment +: 
presents a danger to the imp« 
ant treaty making power of 
president. 

The last para ph of the 
ter in reference to congression 
investigations, which in pa 
States, .... “There is no parti 
ular instance where a pe! 
has been pilloried by a comm: 
tee without justification” i 
assume, an unfortunate use 
words, as with or without just 
fication, there is no legal 
moral right to pillorize a persc 


gra 


It is very refreshing to realig @ 


that more can be done in 
field of the protection of ci: 
rights than “weeping tears 
bleeding hearts.” 
Very truly yours 
Bertram J. Latzer 


Unsatisfied Judgment 
Fund Sought In 
Maryland 


ANNAPOLIS (ACCN)—A bi 
to set up an unsatisfied jud: 
ment fund in Maryland to prd 
vide protection against damag# 
by uninsured motorists has bee: 
prepared by the Maryland S:a‘ 
Legislative council for introduc: 
tion in the state legislature whe 
it convenes in February. 

The proposed legislation w 
assure compensation to per 
suffering injury or proper 
damage at the hands of uni 
sured and financially irrespons: 
ble motorists. 

Revenue to support the 
would be derived from the 
lection of an additional $1 a ye 
from insured motorists, $10 ac 
ditional for uninsured motorist 
and one-half of 1 per cent of th 
premiums for motor vehicle ir 
Surance from insurance com 
panies. No claims under $500 ¢ 
over $10,000 could be filed again 
st the fund. 

Scheduled to become effecti¥ 
in 1956, if approved by the legis- 
lature, the measure is similar ‘4 
the New Jersey law, and some- 
what like those in effect in N 
Dakota and several Canac 
provinces. 

The council also has prepa’ 
as companion bills, several me 
sures to tighten the state’s pre- 
sent motorists’ financial res 
Sibility law. 
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Announcement 


Duane E. Minard of Newark 
former attorney general, ha: 
been named by the New Jerse} 
Association of Real Estat: 
Boards as its counsel for the 215 
consecutive year. Announcemer: 
of the reappointment was mac 
today by Edward C. Holme 
Summit, realtor president. 

Holmes also revealed the ce‘ 
ignation of Joseph Lippman an 
Herbert Fine, Newark attor1 
as Solicitors, and the reappoint 
ment of A Charles Corotis © 
Camden and Newark, as puoi 
relations director for the nin 
year. 
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BRICKER AMENDMENT 





‘Continued from page 1) 





at the United States, as a sov- 
gn power, has done and 
ould have the power to do 
thout first being compelled to 
to each of the forty-eight 
states and ask each one of them 
pass legislation to accomplish 
he desired result. The conse- 
uences of such a compulsion 
manifest and unthinkable. 





: 4. 

a The proponents of the propos- 
| ed amendment maintain that, as 
onstit ‘onsequence of Missouri v. Hol- 
oteC'igjand, Congress may, pursuant to 
SONS @-:ne provisions of a treaty, pass 
KS UD@jaws in violation of the Bill of 
ne le Brights. As proof of their argu- 
ment they have cited again and 
Ch ain from the address by Secre- 
ourt y of State Dulles at Louisville 
opinigjon April 12, 1952, to the effect 
Amen:ithat treaties ‘can cut across the 
e valgrights given the people by the 

ypear gconstitutional Bill of Rights.” 
| stu It is clear to me that in mak- 
ent r that statement he had in 
im pr nd only the increase in Fed- 
of eral jurisdiction by reason of a 
treaty, despite the Tenth Amend- 
he nt. He stated to the Senate 

ssiong Committee on the Judiciary: 
= The treaty power if it cannot 
par *h certain areas denied to 
pe! ngress under the 10th amend- 
mn} nt will be only a partial treat) 
| ver, incapable of assuring to 
use nation with which we have 
, just de a bargain the considera- 
va] n we have promised to it, un- 
ner and until 48 states shall] in- 
rea: dividually decide that they wish 
in *} acquiesce. This turns back the 
f cit ‘*k to the Articles of Confed- 
rs eration.” (Hearing, p. 839). I 
ve read and re-read Misscuri 
yv. Holland. I have found nothing 
rein which indicates in any 
y that a treaty could empower 
ent Congress to abolish any indi- 














. 











ual right guaranteed by the 
Bill of Rights or any part of the 
Constitution. “The treaty in 
question does not contravene 
a prohibitory words to be 
ound in the Constitution” may 
pe said to be the key sentence 
on this point. I cannot conceive 
our Supreme Court, at any 
e, holding that a treaty could 
ower Congress to take away 





ight guaranteed by the Con- 
ition, such as trial by jury 
speech, etc. Compare Public 
Utilities Comm. v. Pollak, 343 U 
S. 451 (1952) where it is held 


the First Amendment is 
applicable to the action of any 
of the branches of the Federal 
Government. 
yme of the proponents poin 
the provision in the NATO 
ty that American soldiers 
ioned in those countries be 
i in local courts for crimes 
mitted there, and assert that 
1 action violates the consti- 
ynal rights of Americans 
ried by jury etc. Clearly there 
10 such constitutional ris 
more than an American 
isiting abroad would have such 
tight, if charged with crime 
and I can well understand NATO 
‘ontaining such provision out 
Sire by the United States to 
itain friendship and cordial- 
vith its partners, and agree 









Ol 


that its soldiers will have the 
same rights, in those countries, 
as is possessed by their nation- 


the NATO Treaty goes 
While confirming the 
juri sdic ‘tion of the host country 





ver visiting foreign forces in 
regard to certain offenses, it 
gives these forces immunity from 
local jurisdiction in many re- 
spects. While we have about 370,- 
000 men in Europe with only 
some 5000 foregin troops here 


we could not obtain that immun- 
ity for our men unless we also 
guarantee it for the Europeans 
here, something we could not 
constitutionally do if Bricker 
Amendment were part of the 
-onstitution, without implement- 
ing legislation the respective 
Stat 
But 


es. 

Holland does 
may take ju- 
risdiction away from the respec- 
tive states and confer it upon 
Congress. The proponents fear 
that Congress can and will enact 


Missouri v. 
that a treaty 





laws which they believe to be 
indesirable and un-American. 
They call this “Operation Boot- 


Their great concern is 
a law. Consequently they 
seek to overrule Missouri v. Hol- 
land in its entirety and provide 

Section 2 of the amendment 
‘that no treaty shall be effective 
internal law unless imple- 
ed by legislation which 
uld be valid apart from the 
treaty.” In that way they pre- 
vent increase in Federal jurisdic- 


strap.” 


ymestl 


as 


ment 








tion by treaty, and make such 
laws constitutionally invalid, 
whether nationally imperative, 


or, as they say, totally undesir- 
able. For the sake of preventing 
the undersirable, they would also 
prevent the nationally impera- 
tive. 

At 


ment 


the forefront of the move- 
for the amendment is Mr. 
Frank E. Holman, a former Pres- 
ident of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation and a highly respected 
lawyer with unquestionably pat- 
riotic motives. In a very recent 
brochure, Mr. Holman stated: 
“The President’s treaty-mak- 
power is not affected in the 
by the provisions of the 
Bri *ker Amendment. Under the 
text of that Amendment, the 
President can negotiate treaties 
as heretofore and, when 
ratified by two-thirds of the 
Senate, every treaty will immed- 
iately become effective under in- 
ternational law and be binding 
is an international agreement 
The Bricker Amendment con- 
cerns itself solely with the do- 
ic or internal effect of treat- 
ies and contemplates that, just 
as in other ch countries in 


inc 


411s 


slightest 


exactly 


ail 


mes 


the world, a treaty, while binding 
as an naphtha 1al obligation, 
shall not become domestic law 
within the United States except 
by appropriate legislation. The 

ricker Amendment deals solely 
with the domestic problem as to 


form of government 
shall be and concerns only the 
people of the United States. It 
is not the business nor preroga- 
tive of the representatives of 
other countries to make or even 


what our 
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help make dome Sti 
people of the United Stat es. This 
is too great a price to pay for 





so-called interna 
tion.” 


tional coopera- 


In this statement Mr. Hoiman 
quite evidently -rlooks the 
fact that the amendment would 
constitutionally prevent the 
President from carrying out a 
pgp ise in a treaty requiring an 
Act Congress for what might 
be a “‘comeadedh itionally im- 
perative matter. The United 
States could never make such a 
treaty, no matter how impera- 
tive, without first obtaining leg- 
islation from the 48 respective 
states. 


This would be true of Treaties 


of Friendship, Commerce and 
Navigation, Treaties regarding 
the Status of Military Forces 
Abroad, as above pointed out, 
Double Taxation Treaties, Inter- 
national Control Atomic En- 
ergy, and Narcotics Control. 
What necessities may arise in the 
future is difficult predict. 

It might here be noted that 
sec. 3 of the inal Bricker 


contain the 
vides that 
effective 

United 


Amendment does not 
which” clause. It pro 
“a Pirie shal] become 





as internal law in the 

States only through the enact- 
ment of appropriate legislation 
by the Congress.”’ Senator Brick- 
er stated, at the time of his 
original version Section 3 of 
my proposed amendment con- 
firms the doctrine Missouri v. 
Holland X X X X.” The present 


version of section 3 clearly re- 
peals that doctrine 
6 
Mr. Holman further states in 
the same brochure 
“The only possible answer 
that can be made to this is that 





re has gradu- 
midst an- 
than 
great 
who is 
slow and 
-impatient 
1ints—the 


in recent years the 
ally developed in our 
other kind of American 
those who founde this 
Republic—the American 

impatient with the 

safe processes of law 
of Constitutional restr 


no of American who prefers 

nrestrained power—the kind of 
iawn who believes in so- 
called ‘unhandicapped’ execu- 
tive power. 

“Behind all this changed at- 
titude of mind on the part of 
many of our high Officials of 
government is also the desire to 
change America from a Repub- 
lic to a socialistic State by and 
through the treaty process and 


eventually to use this device to 





put us into some form of world 
government. Mr. Dulles in his 
Boston Speech on August 26, 19- 
53. before the Meeting 
of the America Bar Associa- 
tion ‘let the cat ou f the bag.’ 
or half out of ith re- 


spect to this matter. He pointed 


out ig the Unite Nations 
Charter, by its own terms, comes 
up for amendment 

is now no secret that 

and others believe 


ening the Charter 
tion of world gov 





that they are planning 
ing to do this tres 
method in 1955. The ear an- 


swer to these diplomatic plan- 
is 






ners of world government 

that whether we have or do not 
have world government is a mat- 
ter for the Amer 1 pe _ to 
decide. World gover hould 
not be imposed I them 
through ‘treaty law’ and through 


mere action of the President. the 
State Department and_ two- 
thirds of the 1 the 





Senate present 

















By the generalization 
to change America from 
public to a socia » Sta 
Holman has in Ib 
and to be specific, the v 
treaties proposed pe pro- 
posed by the variou rgans 
of the United Nations, such as 
the International Labor Organ- 
ization and the Econ > and 
Social Counsel, such as t Gen- 
ocide Convention and the In- 


ternational Covenant on Human 
Rights. 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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File Mandatory Auto 
Insurance Bills in N.Y. 


Backed by Governor; 
Proposals Failed Before 


ALBAN¥_(ACCN) — Compul- 
sory motor 
surance bills backed by Gov. 
Dewey were introduced in the 
New York state Jegislature by 
Sen. William S. Hults Jr. of Port 
Washington and Assemblyman 
Angelo Graci of Queens, both 
Republicans. 

Introduction of the legislation 
followed a conference at which 


| State Bar Junior Section 


| 
| 
| 


To Meet February 4 


The New Jersey State Bar As- 


| sociation’s Junior Section will 


vehicle liability in- | 


legislative leaders reportedly told | 


the governor they could give 
him no assurance at this time 
that the measures would be en- 
acted. Similar proposals failed 
of passage last year despite the 
governor’s support. 

Under the bills, no automobile 
license plates could be issued 
until the owner presented proof 
of financial ability to meet pos- 
sible judgments arising out of 
accidents. 

Liability insurance or a bond 
sufficient to pay up to $10,000 for 
injuries to one person, $20,000 for 
injuries to two or more in the 
same accident and $5,000 for 
property damage would be the 
minimum requirements. Such 
proof of financial responsibility 
is now required by New York 
state of all automobile owners 
who have figured in personal in- 
jury accidents and those who 
are less than 21 years old. 

The proposed legislation pro- 
vides that no insurance carrier 
shall be barred from writing 
policies affording greater protec- 
tion and continues the present 
procedure for fixing the prem- 
iums for automobile liability in- 
surance. This procedure gives 
the companies the right to set 
their own rates, subject to ap- 
proval by the state insurance su- 
perintendent. 

“The legislature,” a preamble 
to the proposed legislation de- 
clares, “is concerned over the 
rising toll of motor vehicle acci- 
dents and the suffering and loss 
thereby inflicted. 

“The legislature determines 
that it is a matter of grave con- 
cern that motorists shall be fi- 
nancially responsible for their 
negligent acts, so that innocent 
victims of motor vehicle acci- 
dents may be recompensed for 
the injury and financial loss in- 
flicted upon them. 

“The legislature finds and de- 
clares that the public interest 
can best be served in satisfying 
the insurance requirements of 
this article by private enterprise 
operating in a competitive mar- 
ket to provide proof of financial 
responsibility through the meth- 
ods prescribed herein.” 

Following the practice with 
New York workmen’s compensa- 
tion and disability compensation 
insurance, the cost of state ad- 
ministration of the proposed law 
would be assessed against insur- 
ance carriers in proportion to 
their share of the automobile lia- 
bility insurance in the state. 


| the Robert Treat Hotel, 


meet at 8 p.m. Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 4, in Essex County Court 
House, Newark, for a discussion 
of policies and problems affect- 
ing younger lawyers of the state, 
it was announced today by Rich- 
ard L. Amster of Newark, Junior 
Section chairman. 

The meeting will be statewide 
in scope, and all members of the 
Junior Section are urged to at- 
tend. The session supplements 
regional meetings which the 
Section holds regularly through- 


out the state. 
Amster also announced that 
such a regional conclave has 


been scheduled for February 25 
in the Court House at Camden, 
for Junior Section members in 
South Jersey. Speaker and sub- 
ject of the meeting will be an- 
nounced later. 

A similar regional meeting for 
South Jersey was held last 
Thursday at Camden with law- 
yers from five South Jersey 
counties present for a discussion 
of problems affecting younger 
members of the legal profession. 


Newark Claim Managers 
Council Elects 


At the annual meeting of the 
Newark Casualty Insurance 
Claim Managers Council, held at 
the fol- 
lowing officers were elected: 
Raymond J. Walker, President 

Zurich General Accident & Li- 

ability Ins. Co., Ltd. 

Frank L. Couch, Vice-President 
Utica Mutual Insurance Co., 
Merald T. Blowers, Secretary and 

Treasurer 

The Century Indemnity Com- 

pany 
The retiring President was Wil- 
liam C. Moran of the Employers’ 
Liability Assurance Corp., 
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to the conduct of | 
our international relations un- 
less there can be found some 
express prohibition in the con- 
Stitution x x x x. But if we at- 
tempted to use the treatymaking | 
power to deal with matters | 
which did not pertain to our ex- 
terral relations but to control | 
matters which normally and ap- | 
propriately were within the local | 

| 


that relates 


jurisdiction of the states, then I 
again say that there might he 
ground for implying a limitation | 


upon the treatymaking power | 
that it is intended for the pur- 


pose of having treaties made re- | 
lating to foreign affairs and not | 
to make laws for the people of | 
the United States in their local | 
concerns. X K x x’” (Hearings, | 
p. 623. See also the statement by | 
Attorney General Brownell, and | 


citations, at pp. 923-24.) 
What limitation would be | 
placed on the treaty making | 


power from this aspect, by the 
Supreme Court, is of course im- 
possible to foretcll. No treaty 
has, as yet, been declared un- | 
constitutional. Constitutional in- | 
terpretation would develop from | 
case to case, and limitations | 
marked out. 

the purpose of 
pate, however, I am willing to 
assume that the treaty making 
power will be given considerable | 
leeway, and even leeway without | 


For this de- | 
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| cording 


peal 


| U.S. v. Guy W. 
| F2d. 655 (4th Cir. 1953). 


treaty. Representative Javits of 
New York has recently proposed 
such a solution of the present 
controversy. With such an 
amendment it could not be de- 
nied that the people, by their 
representatives, in accordance 
with our republican form of Am- 
erican Government, were decid- 
ing what treaties, and by reason 
of these treaties, what measures 
were being adopted. It seems to 
me that meeting each measure 
or treaty as it comes up and 
judging it on its merits and ac- 
to conditions (including 
climate of political opinion in 
various parts of the country) 
and consensus of opinion at the 
time, is in accord with the prin- 
ciples of our democratic Repub- 
lic. It also seems to me that to 
deny all treaties which may af- 
fect internal law in order io pre- 
vent some which may be called 
socialistic is not in keeping with 
our way of government or our 
welfare. Even those which are 
called socialistic are entitled to 
be debated and even adopted by 
our chosen representative, pro- 
vided they do not contravene our 
Constitution. We can always re- 
those we do not like, 
through our chosen representa- 
tives. By way of example: 

I am firmly against socialized 
medicine, as that term is under- 
stood in Great Britain. But if a 
majority of us favor socialized 
medicine it should become the 
law of the land by Act of Con- 
gress, assuming no Constitution- 
al infirmity. Economic predilec- 
tion should not be written into 
the Constitution, either directly 


| or indirectly. 


° 


é. 
A self executing treaty has no 


| greater dignity as internal law 


of Congress, and 
may be repealed by an Act of 
Congress. Head Money Cases, 
112 U.S. 580 (1884); see also cases 


than an Act 


| collected in 39 A.B.A.J. 920 (Oct- 


ober, 1953). 

An executive agreement not 
authorized by Congress and con- 
travening a prior Act of Congress 


| with respect to the same subject 


matter is void as domestic law. 
Capps, Inc., 204 


8. 

Much of the material in the 
above notes was found in the 
Report to the Section of Inter- 
national and Comparative Law 


of the American Bar Association, 
dated August 24, 1953, by that 
section’s Committee on Consti- 
tutional Aspects of Internation- 
al Agreements. This report does 
not represent the official view 


of the American Bar Associa- 


tion. 


I, personally, found this re- 


port to give the best detailed 
and objective analysis of the his- 
torical and legal background of 
the many problems and facets 
raised by this controversy. 


It is 
zlosely and sparingly written and 


seems to contain all the pertin- 
|ent authorities. I strongly rec- 


ommend that every legislator 
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income and estate taxes, inte- 
gration of gift tax problems and 
planning. He will review “Signi- 
ficant Tax Decisions and Rulings 
in 1953.” 

J. Henry Landman, a member 
of the A.B.A. Income Tax Com- 
mittee will consider “Fringe 
Benefits for Employees.” Former 
Assistant to Chief Counsel of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue, 
Rutgers faculty member Leo A 
Diamond will discuss “Develop- 
ments in the Family Partnership 
Field—-The New Regulations.” 

Boris Kostelanetz, former 
special counsel to the Kefauver 
Committee, and David Beck, 
member of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association Special Com- 
mittee on Federal and State 
Taxation and Rutgers law pro- 
fessor, are to examine “Current 
Thinking in Civil and Criminal 
fax Fraud Cases.” 

Following a question and an- 
swer period and luncheon at 
which round table discussions 
arranged for those in related 
areas will be held, “Elements of 
Proper Estate Planning” is to be 
presented by Albert Mannheim- 
er, lecturer, Wills and Trusts 


Section, Association of the Bar 
of the City of New York. 
Milton Young, co-author of 


‘Handbook of Tax Techniques,” 
is to detail “Stock and Partner- 
ship Plans.’ To be discussed by 
Henry Cassorte Smith, secretary, 
Committee on Taxation, Associa- 
tion of the Bar of the City of 
New York, is “Trusts and Federal] 
Taxation.” 

Co-author of “Tax Sheltered 
Investments,” William J. Casey 
will treat “How to Derive Econo- 
mic Benefit From Giving.” The 
final lecture, “Tax Aspects of 
Life Insurance” will be present- 
ed by Bertram Hartnett, co- 
author of “Federal Taxation of 
Life Insurance.” The Institute 
will be concluded with a question 
period. 

Cost for enrollment in the 
Third Annual Rutgers Federal 
Tax Institute is $7.50 which in- 
cludes the cost of luncheon. 
Checks made payable to Rutgers 
University may be sent to Dean 
Lehan K. Tunks, School of Law, 
37 Washington street, Newark 2, 
New Jersey 











carefully read it before voting 
on the proposed amendment. 
9. 

Executive Agreements are ful- 
iy treated in said Report. The 
need for executive agreements 
is pointed out. The great dif- 
ficulty, perhaps impossibility, in 
delineating the respective pow- 
ers of the President and Con- 
gress, with respect to executive 
agreements is pointed out and 
documented. A _ distinction is 
drawn between secrecy of nego- 
tiation and publication after 
negotiation. 





10. 

The controversy has good ef- 
fect. It has made our citizenry 
more aware of the possible ef- 
fect of treaties and executive 
agreements upon internal law. | 
We are assured that treaties will 
be scrutinized quite carefully for 
such effect. Congress may repeal 
the effect of an executive agree- 
ment as internal law if it is not 
to its liking. Our citizenry should 
also be aware of the great dang er 
in forbidding, constitutionall 
treat having effect as oe 
tic law in situations where they 
could not have such effect with- 
out a treaty. 





ies 





versity, reviews and interprets 
the judicial review power of the 
U.S. Supreme Court. It deals 
with such questions as the prac- 
tical effect of judicial review 
on the American scheme, and 
the influence it has and should 
have on our future. It discusses 
the extent of the power and the 
wisdom of and extent to which 
it has been exercised both from 
the historical and contempor- 
aneous view point. It is a com- 
bination of prepared papers or 
treatises and spontaneous dis- 


cussion by the authors at meet- 
ings following the reading of 
some of the papers. In separate 
chapters, it considers the prin- 
ciple of federalism, the principle 
of individual liberties, the prin- 
ciple of distribution of powers 


principle of majority 
conclusions reached 
are clearly expressed and in 
many instances are contrary to 
widely held views concerning the 
role of the Supreme Court. 


the 
The 


and 
rule. 


The book is dedicated to Chief 
Justice Arthur T. Vanderbilt in 
recognition of his distinguished 
contributions to legal education 
and judicial administration. It 
is both instructive and pleasant 
reading. 


Cecile 


Andrew B. Crummy and Wil- 
liam A. Consodine annouce that 
John J. Gibbons has become a 
partner in their firm. The firm 
will continue practice under the 
name of Crummy, Consodine & 
Gibbons. 

Jacob Chantz has moved his 
office to 18 Court St., Fleming- 
ton, N. J. 
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4 LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
7 —— 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW _JERSEY STATE OF NE Ww JE RSEY TAKE NOTICD that the undersigned will ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
DLPPARTMENT OF STAT radar ARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATD apply to is ssex County Court, ae eed LAW DIVISION 
ERTIFIVC ATE OF DISSUOL UTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSUVI.UTION Newark, New Je ‘rsey. on February 4, 1954) i Actior 
Jo all to whom these presents may come, all to whom these presents may come To all to whom these presents may come = at 10 007 c in the forenoon for a MBPNT 
eting Greeting : } judgment aut ak or John Barkoski to assume | the Matte Application of EDWARD 
t appears to my satisfaction. WiitKREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. mi sometin the name of John Anthony Barkley; Helen ANTHONY  DONOF RIO to assume the 
ticated record of the proceed- 5 y aut eke record of the proceed- Lorraine Barkoski to assume the name of name of EDWARD ANTHONY VERDUCCI. 
ntary dissolution thereof | or the voluntary diesolution thereof | i ¥ Helen Lor ri a “ ey: Bernice Ann Bar- Kdward Anthony Donofrie having this 
onsent of all the stock b u nar saieee consent of =f Ly stock by the unanimous cons¢ } an to assume the name of)! 21st day of January, 1954, made application 
in i ‘Hou pak my ae ae a uC : wi avian rial in e of Ann "Eovkies >; Lorraine Helen Bar- rah by duly verified complaint for 
: OR «& CO C. iz , OVO : n_ infant, to assume the ime. ¢ it to assume another name, to wit: 
State a ‘ t is Sts Whose principa ormeration of this State hose. principal Lorraine Helen“#azgkley; Joan Estelle Pat- I Ww AR 7 ANTHONY V ERDUCE I, and it 
24 Stone Street, e is lated at N 24 ford ther ricia Barkoski. an infant, to assume the : to the Court that he has complied 
a ie inty vt a i the ¢ ‘ity of at wark of An name of Joan Estelle Patricia Barkley: and! w the provisions of the Statute R.S. 
(Pau n, St ye Coblens, -| State yt New Jersey Sidney Si iman 4, Margaret rlene Barkoski, an infant, to} 2A:52-1 et se and the Court being satisfi 
and in charge thereof x the cuarge Lucrev! ing the agent therein and urge thereol iss » name of Margaret Arlene Barkley. thereof and t at there are no reasonable 
ess may be served) bas process may be served). has whom process ma ed). has John B oski, individually objections 
requirements of Title 14. ied the requirements of Title 14 ed with the requir Title 14 and as natural guardian of It is on t t day of January, . 
tevised Statutes t s. Genera ) he Revised Statutes rations, Gene Statutes Bernice Ann Barkoski. AINUDGED that Hdwar d t ony Don oO 
ry to the issuing e ere pre lary to the issuing of New Je rsey, pr linary t the issuing Lorraine Helen Barkoski, be and he hereby the d to wane 
I s Certineate of Di icate Dissolution John Estelle Patricia Barkoski, the ne of EDWAR 1D ANTHONY VER- 
Secretar SOW LHbEREFORE, ecretary otf THE REF ORD he Secretary of Marearet Arlene Bae spree ania Dl ‘ Ct an 7 f 
» of Ne Ww eey y. Do Here State of + State ot Ne Ibo Hereby e State of New Jersey. Do Hereby Helen Lorraine Barkoski Febru 
said corporation did or r the said corporation did on the e said corporat I and Donohue, Esqs. here 
33, fi Ja 4, file in my of ar i954 2 Street judgmen 
ted consent y execute attested consent Nutley New Jersey Law WW ' 2 
he r i the diss of said cur the dissolut f said cor- | L..J.—Jan. 7. 14, 21, 28 $11.34 | file : affidavit of 
i i ted e stockholders executed by a stockholders | tice aftidavi 
1 nse nt ang said and the recoro s and the recora — — — -— ; 
gs aforesai > D roceed s re now file foresaid are now on file ‘ ok 9 
by tf ce gd by law , i <e ae ae eae PREFERRED Sr¢ 5 =~ 
Presi WHEKEOF ] ee } ay Oey RED STOCK 
ere my hand and af hand id af FORD, BACON T 
/ : - Z t Tr ( ( & DAVIS. INCORPORATED ist 1 
ise Seat Reece this Twelfth <a A, D eptyr: | FORD, BACON & DAVIS, INCORPORAT- GERAT DT. FOLEY 
Bigeatase! : sss oa “thiol and | EV of the State of New idge, Pssex County Court 
“: = : oe hehe: Once it Jer dent and Secretary, does ‘’ aT RE os rol 
“ hy ad ereb Is Ta is tAPAPORT 
pout psa ee ae ‘om State rik office of the| Attorney for Plaintiff 
: By, aes oso ant > a @19 R80 rporat i iange Place, in, |--4 Jan. 2S $4.68 
® ” 2 2 2 Sie ty ounty of Hudson, ‘ 
= - - SS Sa eT Stute that the agent ESSEX COUNTY COUR 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ; aes ; pei Soe ahaa atnes 
‘ 4 In pr a 
, tT) F S ; 
MENT OF STATD ° we SE i ‘ Vil AC TION 
AT} I ILUTION es : any JUDGMENT 
sited See ee SOX \ SHCONI N THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
aul ii iined ir OF CHANGE OF NAME OF CHARLES 
! Ma U; i ( H LESTER SABISKI ALSO KNOWN AS 
r s t I t CHARLES LPS TER SABISKY. INDIVI- 
I . i Revised St DUALLY AND AS NATURAL GUARDIAN 
me of V7 FOR MARCTA TANYA SABISKY, MARY 
’ t thereto, by a LYNN ANITA SABISKY AND BEVERI 
! New ' mn the Board of WENDY SABISKY. INFANTS, AND SYL- 
I i t 29th day \ ’ 
ving a ec I ANY 
t S re aft \ L 
‘ ng a 1 1] 
i 2 Noa 7 
1 I 41. 2 28, Fet $ 1 97.50 
> nth 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘ hs 
DEYPARTMENT OF STATD : ‘ ‘ 
TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ' et 22.50 
T phom these preaents muy come | ‘ rs 
| ; 
It appears to my satisfaction i sae Stay 9 
b: itic record of the proceed “ Beg z 
fru vo y dissolution thereof teing kK 4 
t sent of ail the atock ¢ 2 
rf $ : that I WITNESS WHEHEREOE said FORD, 
i ZRS, I f I s t & DAVIS INCORPORATED has 
; set my hand end af- ’ : ie abto iH ; ; ; “} ; me he pate my ae Signed by its 
i 1, at Trenton, | \.:; scapes ig 7 tar aiecod: 41 x CORDORSTE 
¢ December F : t oes in affixed this 24th day of 
Be e agent therein and ie eh large thereot. 4 : nine ndred NEU tETT S. COLDWELL. President hi ] an 1 r f 
x vrocess may e gery ¥ as ba nree : ireenbaum é sreer Hq S 2 S r Pa ( Tans Sahbisky ! r t Sat 
- the requirements of Titie 14. I MARSH, ( ith a reel t al : »S TORCK, Secretary iy . ie sa L Serie ie _ Anita Sab- 
Cor General, of Revised Statutes of State. i eRe Wy geiee STORCK. Secretary a Setete Sa Tin’ wile. Be waa thet 
6 preliminary to the issuing ~ 28 : gtichaaicinielnis , 1 pha es anes 
o sate of Dissolution. — —— —e Date . NEW YORK . 
sREFORD. I, the Secretary of in core ESTATE OF EDWARD H ¥. de 3 ; rae ei ‘ 
(er th ' ic ( the EP J 3 OF 8" Y | RAWSON, Acting Surrog ; ; la . 
' : * cit th e i 4 corporat nD oon’ on tie CERTIFI 7 TE OF SBOLDTON f e ; . = n|. BE “ k th ME Mi x : E D. ic at on this 24th Is 4 and that within n 
4 Peet ai  exncuted’ ural bested canna 'e alt to whom these presents may come, day of Decen ber Ben ae Se H ange a =e her said ple aintif s Aric a copy of 
. ting . Iti o Greeting - subset e P rv Public duly authorizet Oo be published in the New J«rsey 
e in, aatsale dissoluts rie FR TM ont WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, He 3 the State and County afure- 1 and within twenty days hereof 
toereof. which said consent and the record °% duly authenticated record of the proceed- | su STORCK. Serretary et pe ae ele : ReCOrd SGC Of Carers 
it Bios: iepenag ee clon are ns ow on fle | inxs for voluntary dissolution thereof | « a aeag K Fea etary of FORD, BACON _ &| of notice Judgment and affidavit of publ - 
Say Gala CHM aa CnOTIaen by the un iggehe nsen it of all the stock On tPORATED, ‘ the Corporation n of Judgment with the Essex (rc 
[is TESTIMONY WHEREOF J lers. di in office. that and which executed the foregoing S astsh aha “aoe 
ave hereto set my hand and af BES 4 , OR POR: ATION » cuting  ¢ - 8 acainst Pitta gat. ee Lures Seem a pba 
my official seal, at Trenton a corporation whose principal | the subscriber aw. does depose and say and _ 
Thirty-ficst das a re “ nton Street. ANTON A my “rope sfaction Sp he i s 
Se ) one thousand ni ' of Essex,| ANTON A. VIT. JR Sax orporation mat the lee 
. | ‘fifty Me... apace: mine hund? = r) ieic henstein, | 6; Ms lly woo a I ‘ J said corporation certificate is CONLON 
OYD B. MARSH, x the nt i a charge thereof, | Hillside. N. J aids ue oy a the . ; dge x County Court 
cret is 3 on who process may be served), has| J.J Jan. 14, 21, 28 - im at it was = tion © 3 
f f. “1 °38 — $12.80 complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Jer of said Corporation; that | GREENE & HELLRING, Esq. 
y rat General, of Revised Statutes | 7 6. 1954 . ap DWE! oe “es me Attorneys for Plaintiff , ; 
TE > > of New preliminary to the issuing | rig , —_ Se asncene at he - 1 Bivd., Newark, 5 a 
ppPatk IMENT” OF JERSEY of this icate of Dissolution F) ES GABEL. decease sor Petal 7 Tas such L.J.—Jan. 26 pth 
ATE OF DISSOLUTION sod ee Secretary cd i ‘ 't a et a a err Lira Sarees 
I he hese ate the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | {‘-\ é y of eliver said cer SHERIFF'S 
re, whom these presents may come, ertify that the said cort rat on did on the | Esse } 1 on of e the COUNTY COURT . 
W It appears to my satisfaction. v-first day of December, 1953. file Im] notice is hereby give edviore. Pp and deed os (Docket No. 3 : 
t cated record of the proceed- : tice a exec tee and a toe a Rate adaseanetin ta aah auliaeettar (anil at a s y ra . 1 » vis : 
jogs y ; dissolution thereof 1 dissolution of sa COf- | aor i adeno st a\ for th and a 180 
t : : the: atean | by all the stockholders | dN gh Lb de le ne See . “ vs e Baptist 
} nosited in my > he consent and the record | Oo MSne* axainst tne es ies ceased, : al sa I k s known as 1 
DESIGN & PRODUCTION of aforesaid are now on file| * eee” eee ‘ » pe 8 a Baptist | gious ry 
t ation this S ( Le) fice as provided by law. i Weta ar Sad ‘ Sour.) ont. A; seid 
¢ BPO OF ate emeee arene IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 I 1D. Clark ints. | 
aa ona, C ra have hereto set my hand and af- ABR AHAM a and sv ‘ t \ t 
- y fixed m official >al sn \ ER me the day and y ‘ i ‘ 
7 New Je (Fred tew A a ae ae Bra Flac RALPH COLLINS si Sailer tas ay 
being the agent there! in "and in charge 1 thereof : : : New 5 NY Notary Publ S ; re = oo 
proce may be served) Raa sea ousand nine hundred | ;‘“,""'+.~° +:° 5% 98 Chinith ae ‘ N J da e Twe 
{ i irements of Title 14 _o 3 : ¥ pate eh ee Cert. f : » PM 
r t Revised Statutes MARSH. Conninet i m= 2 f ‘ 
: lary to the issuing | . : f State. acorn Dat 1 1954 ' 24 $39.48 ned de n a , 
1 ( sintion. 2 2 $12 eased I 
Mae sa ae 5 AM H S : ate, ¥ 
$ New Jersey, Do Hereby : minty of Dated: Decemt 1953 | § ( . i 
corporation , did on the TATE OF NEW JERSEY I n of STATE OF CHARLES GRANT SHAPF DR. ze ce 2 
s ecember fil Dn m3 DE PAKTMENT OF STATE ¢ 1 1 S ir H ¢ iD 
ef CERTIFICATBH OF DISSOLUTION ’ur nt ¢t the rder of WILLIAM H 4 er d u 
; 7) e whom these presents may come RAWSO) rrogate of the County nte e ¢ 
| Es nade, on the application , Hunt ; ‘ 
r Ww it it It appears to my satisfaction ind eainst ‘ n Executor of said de-| V4 I i 
p: t D at henticated record of the proceed t six months fr sed t given to the creditors he - é i g angles t 
> gs provided by la or the voluntary dissolution thereo! | ¥ forever barred iting of said de i » ganbsecriber i ‘ 
STIMONY WHER ay IF. uDanimous consent of all the Steck-| Tecovering the same bseriber nder t affirmation, claims er i i 
av my hand and af- ieposited in my office. that | THE NATIONAL S17 ANK OF jeman the estate of said decez ‘ nh 
fixer seal, at Trenton ASSIC RECORDS CORPORATION | NDW ths from this date, or they H 
vi I jay ¢ r f this 2 RI sat MERY & DANZ ‘ t pared from prosecuting or v t on 
A.D e sand nine s situated | 744 road Street re vering the sar nst the subscriber r r - 
and -thr 4 y of | Newark 2, N. J FEDERAL ‘TR Us T COMPANY 
LLOYD: B WARSH. = rN J teichensteiv. | L.J.--Jan. 14, 21, 28 4 CHANALIS. LYNCH & MALONBY, Attorpeys Hi r re N rk 
Secretary of State. x erei charge thereof, —— | 9% Clinton Street < 
. 14. Zi: 23 80 won cess may be served). has| NOTIC Bb OF SET = Nae rk 2, J ‘ | J 
Be ra SE ects mj require aes SES atween oo Pe L Jan. 7, 14. 21, 28, Feb. s the 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE a ae ag Title Es is hereby given the accounts : ea red 
‘TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION f Ne » reliminary to the issuing | : SSET a I t the undersigned will Cents 1%1.918.31) 
T: ali to whem these presents may come, his Certificate of Dissolution & ar? wee eee he nty Court. sa 
irecting: THE REFORD. I, the Secretary of| ¢ nt © J.. on u v4. 
tEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. |S the State of w Jersey, Do Hereby ae nl if 10 AM Dogg a ¥. Sheriff 
authenticated record of the proceed- t the said SGu8 tio id o or jon. | sees’ aad ro 7 | Nathan D. Weiss 
t at t ai rr rrati n did on the ar m name of P t TR INA 7 : 
r the voluntary dissolution thereef st of December, 1953, file in my ™ DD ) an. 28, Feb $20.58 
1 inanimous consent of all steck- | office executed and attested censent EICHLER Ferris He Ambo} d 
- deposited in my office. tha _|in w to the dissolution of said cor- Kleinberg > » 210 Springdale Avenue TAKE NOTI E 
: ILLIAM STANLEY ( ORPORATION por executed by all e ste ol , mop vant : apply to t 
s 4g. ite ) all th stockholders | 744 Broad Street East O Paden N. J apply to the ; 
* corporation of ae State. whose Drincipal the szid consent and the record] Newark 2 fi Milt M. & Adrian Unger House, Newa a, rsey, ru 
situat = at a ss 5 ary ington of Bs: of the prov -edings aforesaid are now on file] .. J —Dec. 31. Jan. 7 4 2 28 __ Attorneys ; 24, 1954, at 2:00 P.M judg hor 
‘ eae was ) of aplewood, ' ounty_of r said office as provided by law. 1] (om ree Street ing FRANCES ANEC to um 
> © of New Jersey (Stanley IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT Newark “2 the name of FRANCDS KAREN TROCAINE 
: elnrene in. charge theres neve hereto set my hand and af- Nation 4a herabe ait ‘ha accéunte 1 Jan. 14. 21, 28, 4 $5.88 FRANCES TROSCIANECKI 
28 a h fi y. offici seal. 2 t sa - z pele ; asp or John Romanition 
fupli-: with the requirements of Titie 14. this Thirty-first. dav ‘of ‘Decemt jer, | °F ou so AER EONE re ASD Dated: January 18, 1954 Attorney for, Plaintiff 
‘;rrorations, General, of Revised Statutes| (Sea A.D ne theusand nine hundred AITH FOC SHOT part arte ited | EST ATE OF MAX AMSTER, deceased. y 786 Broad Street 
: N : preliminary to the issuing and fifty-three —s Sey i 1D SHO! . 3 higgins he order of WILLIAM H.| Newark. New Jersey 
: gte of Dissolution. LLOYD B. MARSH SUE Siero ae ee _Act as fe and RAW SON. Savcidasa of the Cawuka Jan. 28, Feb. 4, 11, 18 $5.04 
THERE FORD. I, the Secretary of Secretary of State revorted for settieme ne s ounty ¢ y psapce et, + reba. elec : : 
the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby| < - 14 # : €19 aq} Court Probate Division, on Tuesday, the 2nd ro on the —— waa se TI ; " 
Pe  o Sey. J . 2 $12 dat f March next zned, Sxecutor 0 Bai TAK OTI I shall apply to the 
r a: he ce oer file = Dated December 22. 1953 s hereby given to the} Essex ¢ n Court louse Newark, 
mr of me : = ’ . = r STATE OF NEW JERSDY | LAWRENCE FRIEDMAN deceased, to exhibit to the| N. J. on Fel 1954. at 2:00 P.M. 
a duly executed and attested consent DEPARTMENT OF STATE : ttor at r a ati for gi t t zing ig 
- to the dissolution of said cor- TA | Kleinberg & Moroney, A ners oath or affirmation, their| fo a judgn authorizing the undersigned 
‘ ay 7 2 ] Cc PRIIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 744 Broad Street is against the estate of| to assume the name of BRIAN JEFFREY 
executed by all the stockholders ; ; ; 
witch said conaint and” ibe” vecaed To all to whom these presents may come, | Newark 2. in six months from this| RUBY : 
ft roceedings aforesaid are “ on file Greeting: _ L.d.—Dee; 31. Jan. %. 14. 23. 29 will be forever barred from AN JEFFREY KRANZ 
= my said office as provided by by ne ge It appears to my Leptin recovering the same against nfant, by his 
es aC by duly autherticated record of the p I NOTK( EB: tha t rsigned shall <y : 
IN 0) 4 gned ali . 
have yg Yo) WHEREOP. » ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef to the E : u JULIUS AMSTER Ni‘ 1B E UBY 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. | OY, the unanimous consent of all the stock: | - SIMANDL, Attorney WEISS AND Wor, F 
this Thirtieth day of December, | belders. deposited in my o that — thor ford Place Ateorneys Plaint va 
‘8 A.D... one thousand nine hundred WHITE CONTRACTING CORP. | | M supe ky LJ. Jam, (28) ele Fe Eee Ae $5.46 
and fifty-three. a corporat an ot this whose principal | ; t 21, 28, Feb. 4, 11, 18 —_— SEPERATE 
LLOYD B. MARSH. ffice is ae. | Fineg i ae ESSEX COUNTY} COURT 
Secretary of State. s FAKE NOTICD: mane the undersigned will PROBATE DIVISION 
5 9a St ‘ 4 take application to the Essex County Court Civil Action 
= t £ ein an in rge t ) use, Newark, N.J.. on On Assignment &¢ 
t > process may #e served), | ) nger I ay at 2 P. M. for s g 1 NOT IC : 
TA F s i the requirements of Title} the name of I the fatter of tl Assignme for 
ss “ 14 porations, General, of Revised Statutes | I Benefit of edit 
TS of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | BUIT 
* os of this Certificate of Dissolution. 4 I rt 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | Not 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby Dated: I Rod 
j Certify that the said ig) pee did on | SIDNEY Ay 
ser ” be ‘ t rw y-eighth jay of December, 1953. | rsuant t e order J s A ma 
n = rmation, ¢ fr my office a duly executed and attested R. AW SON, tice” Gaveaes a $5.46 : 
i months from this = writing to the dissolution of said | of = = s 
° ever barred from corpora tio executed by all the stockholders t ) WHOM IT MAY CONCE RN I 
n re the same against which said consent and the record ed SKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
e 3 f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file to the subscriber 1 t Essex County Court. Court i ‘ 
LIZABETH FEE mn my said office as provided by law. ms and! Sewark. New Jersey. at 2:00 P.M.| the 
JOHN A. CONDON IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 5 iy of I ary. 1954. for a = mutis 
L J. O'CONNOR, Attorney have hereto set my hand and af- t ssume name of JE PRRY to t 
Pla fixed my official seal, - Trentoa, - s 
ew 2. x J s Twenty-eighth dar of December r Barbone, otherwise 
Seal) A D., one thousand nine hundred and John Barbone 
“three “7 
LL ‘OYD B. MARSH, = 
2 Secretary ,, — I 2 Dated 
Jan. 7. 14 $16.8 Feb. 4 u 4. 11 $5.46 LJ J 
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Essex County Pretrial Calendar 
































PRETRIALS 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1954 
Dut J. Brennan 
0:00 A.M 197> 
12:00 Noon—-1191¢ 11875 
2-00 PLS 2548, 292C, 
0” PM 3238, 3268. 
H ird Ewa 
3). 9650. 
A.M 1093 C, (10475, 1411S). 
A.M. 11018, 11038. 
12:00 Noon -11108, 1188 
2:00 PLM 1116C, 11940) 12248. 
oo DPM 
William P. Ta 
10-00 A.M 
11:00 A.M 
12:00 Noon 
2:00 PLM 11270). 
00 PM 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1954 
Daniel J. Brennan 
10.00 A.M 610C, 7848 
11:00 A.M 9228, 1519S 
2-0) Noon 15834 
2:00 PLM 14785 
3:00 PLM 15668 
Howard Ewart 
10:00 A.M 1458C, 14630 
11:00 A M 1480, 
12:00 Noon 146958 
2:00 P M 1472S. 1473S. 
3:00 VP 14748, 1549S 
NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 
Services available to attorneye only 
LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 





























WANT 
SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO, OF AMERICA 


$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 







































2:00 75 
ou P 15485, 
Waugh 

155458 


M 


Alexander P 
10:00 2 
11:00 


16168 





‘ 798 
2:00 P.M 16008, 16036 








3:00 PLM 1451€, 161458 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1954 
|} Daniel J. Brennan 
j 10:00 AM (1079C, 2298 
11:00 A.M 1 2398. 
12:00 Noon 1262¢ 
2:00 PLM 12845, . 
3:00 P.M 15450, 13 3053. 
Howard ens 
10:00 A.M rere 
11:00 A.M 
| 12:00 Noon 
1 2:00 PLM 
| 3:00 P.M 
| Frederick W 
| 10:00 A.M 
| 11:00 A.M 
12:00 Noon—-1: . 1272 
2:00 PLM 13448, 1346€C 
3:00 P.M 1$27C, 12945 


| Alexander P. 


William P 


Ndward Gaulkin 














10:00 A.M. 
11:00 A.M 
12:00) Noon 
2:00 P.M 
3:00 PLM 
Alexander P 
10:00 A.M 
11:00 AM 
12:00 Noon 
2:00 PLM r 
3:00 PLM 
| William BP. Ta 
| 10:00 A.M 
11:00 A.M 
12:00 Noon 
2:00 PLM 
$:00 PLM 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1954 
Daniel J. Brennan 
10:00 A.M 17898, 1790S. 
11:00 A.M 1791S, 17198 
12:00 Noon— 17! . 1s4lt 
2-06 PLM wet 17978 
oo PoM 18451 1805C 
} Howard Ewart 
10:00 AM 1816S, 1828S 
11:00 A.M 1840S , 
12:00 Noon 
2:00 P.M 
3:00 PM 24568) 
Frederick W 
10:00 ALM 
11:00 ALM 
12:00) Noor 
2-00 PM 
,:00 PLM 
Kadward Gautk 
10:00 ALM 
11:00 ALM 
12:00) Noor 
2 00 P.M 
,:00 PLM 
Alexander VP 
1o-00 AM 
11:00 A.M 
12:00 Noon 
2-00 PLM 
wo POM y 
am 1 Tallman 
10:00 ALM TS5858 
11:00 A.M 1S60S, 
12:00 Noon 186258 
2:00 P.M 1865S, 1 
5:00 PP.» TS56C, 1867S 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 1954 
Daniel J. Brennan 
11:30 A.M 1S71S 
12:00 Noon—1878S, 1873¢ 
2000 POM 1S74¢ 1S92¢ 
3:00 POM IS76S8. 1877S 
Howard Ewart 
11:30 ALM 1S8S1¢ 
12-00) Noon 18901 18828 
2:00 P.M ISS4S, 21S1¢ 
00 PLM 1886S, 1887S 
| Frederick W. Hall 
11:30 A.M 1888S 
12:00) Noon-— 1889S, 1872C 
2:00 P.M 1898S, 1893C. 
3:00 PLM Iss4C, 1895C. 
| Edw iis G cou Ikin 
11:3 .M 1896S 
12:00 Shane 1897S. 1875C. 
2-00 PLM 1899S. 1900C 
3:00) PLM 19018, 1903C. 


Waugh 
1904¢€, 
19V05C, 
19078 
19108, 


11:30 A.M 
12500 Ni oon 
2:00 PLM 
;:00 PLM 


1906S. 
1909S 
1911¢ 

‘ Tallman 
11:30 A.M 1913C. 
12:00 Noon 1912¢, 
2-00 POM 1916S, 
3:00 P.M. 1919s, 


1914¢ 
1917S 
19208. 


Hudson Weekly Call 


The following Superior 












and County Court 














BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


MORGAN 


Forwarders Recognized 








co. 


ANS 


60 PARK PL. 
NEWARE 2, N.}. 
Mitchell 2-6534 




















Address N. J. Law Journal, 


TITLE ATTORNEY 


MALE OR FEMALE, FOR POSITION WITH 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY. STATE AGE, 
BACKGROUND AND SALARY. 


Box 309 








: Assignment Order 































CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 



















































































































































SUPREME COURT OF EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY FOR RENT 
NEW JERSEY ATTORNEY WANTED FOR PASSAIC CO.| PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER'S SUIT 
ORDERED that the General | pactce sed ul sek mematek Wiles | mm 
Assignment Order for the court | statins are. becksroasd. experience ane ‘BLL DECORATED OFFICE ) == 
year 1953-54, dated September 1, — EKSHIP_AVATLARLE ge OT ry ~ “VOL. 
1953, is amended effective Feb- | “‘acsires wide experience and future employ- ee en 
ruary 1, 1954 in the following ment. A pply Room 1001, Academy Building. | ppivaTE ROOM OR DESK SPACE il e 
aie NT WANTED | #tavher's service can be arranged: MA aD 
LAW DIVISION EMPLOYMENT W — = 
Judge Brennan, D. J. Essex ATTORNEY. 32. EXCELL. SCHOL. BACK: FOR SALE 
Judge Cleary WRION | aren cake aaeieiatin with lam oties |e POESTOIETEA BOT, 
Judge Colie Essex 1 Camden County. Box 315 Mi ah oe Law Pee IBR A is a hale PH. 
Judge Hall Essex, | CoUNSE LLOR ADMITTED OVER 20 YRS. & Atl. Rep. a me 311. ing 
and Assignment Judge in| ,,))ixrsitied exver joyment of avsoclation LAW (Vol. 1 to 139 | - 
Hunterdon, Morris, Ocean,'!' ; $12 an tS 134). Mise. Rep. (Vol. | as 
Somerset, Sussex and Warren | ATTORNEY, SELF -1 E MP LOXE D, EXPERI. | C1 ent - Stan te Servisj fail 
i } ‘ 4 é ab on a i basis. s a digest 
Judge Hughes Assign- Box am ; pus Joris incline Ano NI 
‘ arse a , Union i ATTORNEY, 28, ADMITTHD City) No re vasonable offer refused. "wor 31 1) GE! 
udge Smith, J. L. uason | en in pater. 
Judge Speakman Assign- | J WANTED TO PURCHASE vad 
A | ( 
ment Judge in Essex | WILL PUR: we FOR CASH. SET Gi 
Judge Waesche Bergen | . a \~——’“Z_.)me ma Ce 
/s, ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT, United States District ™ x 800. I aire 
C4. | Court Holiday and -~ the 
Dated: January 25, 1954 | Vacation Order —We Cooperate With Attorneys - ba ‘ 
ee ee a ee SARASOHN & co. i in | 
— Calendar Call lv In re Hodidays and FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE ati 
Feb 11 Vacation Periods of the POLICYHOLDER | que 
ourt in the year 195 7% Bread Street, pa 
ebruary | Cc t the y 1954 pro: 
The trial of Superior Court | ORDERED that the court will | ee | acti 
and County Court cases on the| not sit during the calendar year — last 
list for the January Session in | 1954, except for emergency ap- — inju 
Sussex County will commence on | Plications, on holidays and dur- . ’ f : 
February 15, at 10:00. A call of | ing the vacation periods as fol- Fire Adjusting a. pr 
all the cases on the list will be | lows SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS ae 
held prior thereto on February | Lincoln’s Birthday Feb. 12 IRVING M. MINION saad 
llth at 2 p.m. Washington’s Birthday Feb. 22 Associated Adjusters . 
. . | —— hed s —_ re 24 Commerce St., Newark eA n 
Passaic Trial Calendar | Memorial Day .... .......... ay Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-562) 2cti 
Se | Independence Day...............July 5 1? tice 
ses MU Petrol COUT Seb BAND | Pores aie rg — offic 
ASSIGNMENT GE FO ASS co Olumbus Day .... : ity 
Monday yruary 1-462 3. | congenial tt ‘ ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED a 
ve ’ a) s < om 
Bala 5.| Armistice Day Nov. 11 W. D. ETTINGER & CO. it ix 
, ‘| Thanksgiving Nov. 25 dili 
Wed ; 162 | Christmas Dec. 25 FIRE ADJUSTERS ' 
23, 3 97. 3 ; : FOR THE ASSURED e 
Clain Weisser. | Summer Vacation Period pileld 
Thuredas I ury 4-426, 485, 500 ahd July 15 to Sept. 6th, incl. 9 be tw but 
se rt cet os Rag ees sins | Winter Vacation Period ies ca park 
Authority i _| December 24, 1954 to January tion 
LEGAL NOTICES | 2, 1955, incl. BArclay 7-2574 PLeinielé Geen! and 
Dated. January 22. 1304) A judge will be available for = 
Dated: January 22, 1 4 d t 
ESTATE OF SAM (8 \MUEL) BORODKIN,| the purpose of hearing emergen- SAMUEL K. PEARSON tinu 
Pursuant to the order SAMUEL 8. | cy applications at 10 a.m. on the ger gaa 9 prom Dige 
0 ssex following days during the vaca- Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & N.J. Courts ees 
at tion periods at each of the places — Plainfield. _ 1954 a 
;|} Of holding court as set forth | 39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.¥.C} Cyrtis: 
= | below: ee 
At Newark 35 YEARS EXPERIENCE —: 
Tuesday July 27 APPRAISER — 
Wednesday Aug. 11 REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, sie 
Tuesday Aug. 24 rome INHERITANCE TAX, The 
= é . STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
Dated: January 21, 1954 | Monday Dec. 27 — — LIQUIDATED — Newar 
ESTATI (ok REBECCA MENCHER, «¢ 4 T t LANES clo 
‘ rde SAMUEL S _, At trenton 200 mner J NEWARK 5, N. J. 
ty of Essex, | Tuesday Aug 3 MArket 3-1119 
canada | esaay Dec. 28 
ber At Camden ° ° 
i) Friday Auc. ¢ | Genuine Leather Furniture 
ednesday ec. 29 y 
| Wed d Dec. 2 ; 
ee AS DE ir On days in the vacation per- er 
LEVY & KRAUSS. Att |iods other than those listed this fe 
Newark 2 ee ee _| made appointments may be in 
jJ.—Jan, 28. Feb, 4, 11, 18, 25 made with a judge who will be Styles forf over a 
oc a lary 23.195 054 available for special or emergen- Reception Room ti 





f SAMUEL 
inty of Essex, 














cases are listed in the Weekly Call » be 
eld Friday, January 29th, 1954, at 10 A.M 
Judge Proctor’s Court. 
CBi4.. 155... 255; -(264,..365.. Fz, 18, 25 | 
185), 354. 362 (364. 365), 369, : 
400, 403, 405 3; =e | 
$40, 449, 45 477.) ESTATE OF ( \ROLINE eg REE Str iy 
(508, 509). 5 ; a O} AKOLIN!I ARPENTER, | 
‘ the Ss omy E Le S 
of 








=PHOMAS CAR PEN aia 
HOWARD SAVINGS 
LYN H 






JOHN, 
THE 
CH AN AI Ix 


oR 
INSTITUT ION 
& MALONEY, Attorneys 





HARRY FRANKLIN PARK- 
51 | 


SETTLEMENT | 
riven t accounts | 


sed 
E OF 





x the Last} 
4 "FE RANKLIN | 
audited and 
reported for 
Court. Pro- 
Ist day of 






PARK 


| 
| 
| 
| 
HURST | 
| 


; " i 
UM. F I «& * FOSTER. Attorners 
605 Bro s t 
Newark 2, N 
L.3 Jan. 28 eb. 4, 8, 25 








Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 | 


We Will Offices - Homes 


Rehabilitate 


YOUR OFFICE FURNITURE 
Low Factory Prices 


RECOVERED - REFINISHED 
WORK FULLY GUARANTEEL 


Estimates Cheerfully Given 


JERSEY CHAIR Co. Inc. 


5 Oliver Street Newark, ® J. 


MArket 2-8292 


|cy matters by calling the office 
|of the clerk of the court at 
Newark, Trenton or Camden. 
| Dated: Jan. 15, 1954 
S/ Phillip Forman 
s/ William F. Smith 
s/ Thomas F. Meaney 
s/ Thomas M. Madden 
/s’ Alfred E. Modarelli 
S/ Richard Hartshorne 
Judges, U.S. District Court 




















LAWYERS CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 





A sound company known for its courteous 
and cooperative attention to attorneys. 








Titles insured throughout New Jersey on the 
certification of authorized attorneys. 





A New Jersey Corporation—Organized 1928 


Serving New Jersey 





7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J. 
| Mitchell 2-7875 
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